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AN 
Occaſional Letter, &c. 


SIR, | | ES 

Have reaſon to take your Letters very kind- 
I ly; becauſe | know the grounds of your 

Friendſhip, and I have tried the effects of 
itz but really I ſhould make you no Return, if it 
could be ſpar'd with Juſtice and Good Matiners. 
I think it beneath Me to take notice of the 
# Remarks upon the temper of the late Writers about 
Convocations. ,, Nor, can I eaſily believe your 
Suggeſtions, that He for whoſe Cauſe/tis wrote 
ſhould be himſelf the Author of ic. The Title 
throws it upon a Gentleman in the Country, ſure- 
ly to ridicule the Cy Gentlemen, who (as 
far as my experience reaches) have more Senſe 
and Civility. Do you think it becomes 
me to Anſwer a Pamphlet, that banters the 
Divine into the Character of a Qzack, and runs 
on the Metaphor of Drug gt, Receipt- Books, and 
Diſpenſatories, p. 33, 34. that turns the whole. 
Deldication into Burleſque, p. 34. and Part of 


be fouleſt Names, and loads me with Accuſa- 
Lons of greateſt falſhood, p. 56, 57, 58, &c. 
No, no! I have nothing to ſay: Let the World 
Judge on which ſide the Temper lies. FS) 
But ſince the Subject of your Letters are 
the ſeveral Objections made to that * 
B © 
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the Book into Blank Verſe, p. 51. that calls all! 
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of Synods and Convecations, as you have taken 
them (you ſay) not from your own Judg- 
meat, but from the Report and Suggeſtion of 
other Men ; and fince you urge, that the leſs 
weight there is in ſuch Objections, there is the 
more reaſon to take off the prejndice of them; 
but eſpecially, ſince you inſiſt upon it as a bene- 
fit and eaſe to me, that when I have given ſa- 
tisfaction in ſome few Particulars, I may bet- 
ter proſecute the Subject in a Second Part, &c. 
therefore ſubmit to your Advices and De- 
fires in a fair and honeſt manner. 

You have Senſe enough to conſider the diffi- 
culties I lay under, upon that Frſ# Attempt. 


1. There is no wiſe Man can delight in 
Controverſy; It muſt be Neceſſity, not 
Option, that ſhall draw him into it. Peace 
and Saſety are the Inſtinct of Mankind; and 
without the unnatural delight in Noiſe and 
Miſchief, no one chuſes to Diſpute and Quar- 
rel: There muſt be high Provocation , and 
ſome Senſe of Conſcience and of Honour. You 
that have convers'd with me, ſo frequently and 
freely, you beſt know, whether 1 have any 
Love of contending in Private Diſcourſe : 
Whether I catch at any advantages for Oppoſi- 
tion, and ſeek out occaſions to Contradict and 
Reprehend. I hope if you had found this weak- 
neſs in me, you would have been the Friend to 
adviſe me of it: I take your Silence for an 
Argument of my Innocence, and I appeal fur- 
ther to all my Acquaintance. But I would 
avoid this Infirmity in Writing, more than in 
Converſation : For the Preſs wounds deeper 
than the Tongue ; and a Man may bear wp 

the 
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the Privacies of opprobrious Diſcourſe, who 
would ſhun the dangers of a Publiſh'd De- 
famation. This Reaſon brought me into the 
Controverſial Writing with great Reluctance; 
and (in all ſincerity) if 1 had not thought the 
Intereſt of the Church and the Honour of 
the Clergy very much concern'd ; I ſhould 
not have took even the right ſide of a Que- 
ſtion, when I knew the contrary would 
be maintain'd with Vehemence and Reſolu- 
tion. : 

2. I had an Opponent to deal with, of no 
yielding Temper : One who had carried his 
Aſſurance to the utmoſt height, and with 


whom no ſhadow of doubt remain d; but that Ep. Ded. 
what he had written was Truth, and would ſtand. to 2 Edit: 


W hat could be hop'd from ſuch a Champion, 
but Defiance and Contempt ; which it never 
ſo ill Grounded, do naturally mortify any mo- 
deſt Man, conſcious of Faults and Frailties ? 
I muſt have leave to think, this very Conſide- 
ration was the Cauſe, why Mr. A. was not ſoon- 
er Anſwer'd by ſome better Hand. Men do 
not. care to engage upon unequal length of any 
ſort of Weapons : Fair and even terms are the 
beſt Motives to bring in Defenders of the 


F: Truth. Otherwiſe for one Man to Argue, when 


the other ſhall only Revile : This diſpoſes the 
Wiſer Men to keep their Thoughts to them- 
ſelves, and be inoffenſively Quiet. I had 
really conſulted the ſame eaſe ; but that in 
my Apprehenſion, the Government of Church 
and State was endangered by ſuch Principles, 


and would be more in danger by any Proceed- 


:ngs on them. And therefore I thought it a 
Duty to prefer the Church and Nation's 
B 2 


(4) - . 
Peace before my own; and to expoſe my ſelf 
to any ill Reſentments, for preſerving and pro- 
moting (as: I thought) the Intereſt of the Pub- 
r > v4 1 nien 
3. It. is further an invidious: thing to oppoſe 
any Popular Cauſe, whither right or wrong ; 
if it has poſſeſs d a Number, and” ſecur'd a 
prevailing Party. This was müch the Caſe 
in Mr. A's wayz of Writing: He had ſet up 
ſach ſpeciqus|Pleas-for-Righrs, Powers, and Pri- 
vileges; had claim'd them in ſuch Forms of 
Affurance, and aſſerted them with ſuch an Air 
of: Earneſtneſs and Zeal; . That at the Firſt 
View, a great part of the Clergy could not 
but grant it to be Truth, or wiſh it /o Hence 
it ſhould be thought an ill Office in any one 
Divine, to oppoſe the Senſe of ſo many of his 
Brethren. Tho more Enquiry into ſuch Princi- 
ples, ' and more Experience of the Conſequen- 
ces of them, would by degrees Reconcile the 
Men of Peace and Goodneſs. 
4. But the "greateſt Diſcouragement I la- 
bour'd under, was want of time, by a Courſe 
of Duty and the continual Avocations of it. 
To ſtate the Myſteries of Fact, and the ten- 
der Points of Law, upon the ſucceſſive Conſti- 
tution of Church and Kingdom , requires 
Thought , and Search, and Application, and 
Revicw ; with Collating and Adjuſting at Let- 
ſure, and 1n a Compos'd Retirement. A Copy 
of Verſes, or an Eſſay may be the Flight of a 
ſpare Hour: But the Foundations of Govern- 
ment, with the various State of the Times and 
Seaſons of it, are ſo intricate and nice a Mat- 
ter, that there muſt be ſilent Days and Nights, 
to. Diſcover, to Compare, to Settle the Truth ot 
Things and Times. Ic 


(5) 
it was therefore prudent in Mr. A. to plead 
* Deliberation in this way. of Writing, that he 
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had conſidered the Point in Debate, with particular Pref. p. 1. 
Care and Application. That his Papers, tho pre- 
par'd early,ſhould ſee the Light no ſooner but — 
be deferr d ſo long, &c. For to have own'd him- 1. P. 2. 
ſelf in haſte upon ſuch a Laborious Scheme of 
Politicks, would have prejudic'd any Man that 
underſtood the Nature of ſuch a Cauſe. It 
was, I ſay, Prudence in Mr. A. to obviate this 
Exception, and to aſſure the Reader, of his 
long depending Care and Caution. But then 
the Honeſty and the Wiſdom of this Plea, 
= muſt lie in the Truth, and in the Succeſs of 
it. If for all this Profeſſion of ſuſpence and 
delay, that Author did write in a greater hurry 
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. than he will acknowledge, and did caſt Mate- 
5 rials together much faſter than Strength and 
1 Order did require: If, as on occaſion he him- 
ſelf confeſſes, He was not led ſo much by Incli- Pref. p. 4+ 

mY nation to Studies of this kind, as puſhed on by a 
hearty. concern for the Intereſts of Religion, and 
* by an eager deſire of doing ſomewhat, &c. Then 
\. truly, he ſhould not have boaſted ſo much of 
: = his ſlow and -ſedate Meaſures : Or if he did 
es indeed beſtow: the Pains and Years he pre- 
ad FF f£nds to, He muſt needs have the leſs excuſe 
i. for his infinite Errors; for making his Poſiti- 
„% ons ſo very Abſurd, and his Authorities to 
55 ſupport them ſo very Weak and Wrong; 
n. s | think 1 have Demonſtrated in the Exa- 
ng mining one Chapter and half another; and 
\r- hall abundantly Confirm, if I go through the 
ts, Whole, | 


. But 
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(6) 
But whatever pretenſions Mr. A. had to 
Second Thoughts and Serious Demurs ; I put 
ia no ſuch Claim, becauſe I had no Title to 
it. I took up the Reſolutions of Vindicating 
a good Cauſe very late, and then did it tolera- 
bly ſeon; and this with Interruptions unavoid- 
able. And eſpecially at the Cloſe of the Im- 
preſſion, I was diverted with ſuch particular 
Cares and Troubles, that made me unable to 
Review the Sheets before the Publication of 
em. Hence many Errors of the Preſs did eſcape 
me; And ſome Miſtakes of a Head too full of 
other Thoughts. Were thoſe Miſtakes more 
Frivolous or more Material, I would gladly 
own them, and impute all (as they may deſerve) 
to Ignorance or to Careleſneſs. Such as I have 
ſince Obſerv'd, | have put at the End of theſe 
Sheets for the Service of Exact Readers. 


There be indeed ſome other Miſtakes that 1 
will not aſcribe to the Preſs; as p. 57.1.8. 
Hen. 7. for Hen. 6. yet I think in my Copy it 
was Hen. VII. Numeral Letters are apt to be 
caſt out and in, as in Mr. A's Preface to II. Ed. 


p. xiii. what he plainly meant III Principles, is put 
numerically III Principle. p. 112. J am not 
confident in the Age of Fohn de Aton, wo 
gloſs d the Legatine Conſtitutions : Whither the 
Reaſons I there offer from 2M. Paris and R. Groſt- 
head be ſuſhcient to ſupport the Authority of 
Bale, Pits, and Duck, that he was the Elder 
Acton under Hen. III. and Ed. I. or whither he was 
the Junior John de Aton, or Athon, who died 


Canon of Lincdlz, 1350. Mr. As unqueſtionable 
Authorities do only prove ſuch a Man, not ſuch 


an Author. There is indeed one Paſſage in 


thoſe 
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* thoſe Comments, that (if we could depend up- 

on it) would determine the Diſpute. Solutio Se- 
cundum venerabilem Patrem Dominum Johannem 

de Stratford Doftorem meum nuper Wintonien- 

ſem Epiſcopum jam vero Cantuarienſem. If we , ,. 
were ſure theſe were Athon's own words, He B. Otho. 
muſt be the Junior Aton cotemporary With boni de 
Archbiſhop Stratford, who died Two years Inſtitutio- 
before him, 1348. But then *tis plain, That 8 - 
thoſe Gloſſes under the Name of Fobhn de 5 jor. 
Athon have been ſupplied and interpolated by h, Quod 
ſome later hands; and *'tis hard to diſtinguiſh habita 
which are the Original, and which the 444;- poſſeſſione 
tional words. In tome of the Gloſſes, you 3 
have a Reference to John de Athon, as to ay, 129. 
preceding Writer, vide ea quæ ibi notat Foh. 

de Athon, p. 20. ibi notatur per Poctores, Joh. 

de Athon, p. 30. In others, you have him ci- 

ted at the end of many Paragraphs, Joh. de 

Athon, as if he were entitled only to thoſe 
particular Gloſſes. And again in other pla- 

ces, you have a better Character of him, 

than he would have given of himſelf, Foh. 

ade Athon interpres acutiſſimus, p. 30. &c. 

P. 119.1. 19. Nor had thoſe Proctors of Chap- 

ters been then ſummon' d, but that their own 
Property was concern'd in the Pope's demand. | 

do not think them ſummon'd purely for that 

reaſon, and therefore I ſhould have expreſs'd 

it with ſome reſtriction : But indeed this Hi- 

ſtory of the Council in France, as delivered by 

Mat. Paris is all condemn'd as entire falſhood 

by very good Authors.——p. 128. J. 18. And 

indeed the Concluſion of the Fifth Conſtitution 

is of it ſelf evidence, That the Council there 
concluded, with an Order, that the ſeveral pre- 


B 4 ceding 


(3) 

seeding Canons ſhould be read four times à year 
in the Rural Chapters. This was a Miſtake, 
yet of the Cauſe, not of the Effect. The Coun- 
cil did there conclude, but not for this- rea- 
ſon ; as will appear in what follows.-ib. p. 
128. Siquis vera dicta Statuta recitare neglexe- * 
rit Archidiaconus ſew Decanus vicem ejus ge- 
rens, omni ſexta Feria in pane & aqua jeju- i 
nare per obedientiam niſi infirmitate prepediatur te- 
neatur, donec in ſequenti Cow ipſa fecerit re- 
citari. I read this Clauſe, as in our printed 
Books, dicta Statuta, and then not knowing 


how to reconcile ipſam with the Antecedent, 


I thought it a literal miitake. for ipſa, that I 


muſt agree with the dicta Statuta. By look- 3 


ing on the Manuſcript Copies J am fartisfied 
the whole period runs falſe in Lyndwood and i 
Dugaale, and ſhould be thus amended. S:qusz, 
autem ditti Statuti recitationem maliciofe impe- 
dierit, Excommunicationi ſubjaceat ipſo facto. 
Siquis vero recitare neglexerit, ſive Decanus ſel 
gerens vices * „ omni ſexta feria in pane & 
aqua jejunare propter inobedientiam, niſi inſir- 
mitas impediat , teneatur, donec in ſequenti Ca- 
pitulo ipſum fecerit recitari. By which true 
Reading it is very plain, That the words 
do not relate to all che foregoing Canons, 
nor indeed to this de Concubinariis, but to 4 
Conſtitution of Orzoboy on this Subject, which i 
was now enjoyn'd to be read in the Four Ru- 
ral Chapters every Year. However, the main WW 
Argument (to which I applied this Paſſage) 8 
is - {till the ſame ,. that here end the Decrees 
of the Reading Council, and that the other 
Five Conſtitutions which follow in a continued 
ſeries at the end of Lyndwoed, (yer omitted 


— 


in Dugdale) were by no means ordain'd in that 
Provincial Synod 


at Reading, 1279. as 1 then 
aſſerted , againſt a very ſtrange Inference of 


Mr. A.- 151. 7. Here in Parlament.—— I 
mean as in the Line foregoing,the Parliamentary 
Provincial Convocation, ib. They petition d, that 
they and their Servants , (i. e. the Lower Pre- 
lates and Proctors, with the Servants of them, 
for the Bi 


s had the privilege before) might 
have. the Lhe bono of Ingempnity and Progetti= 
on with the Temporal Commons, while call d to 
Parliament with them; I mean ſtill to attend 
in Convocation call'd with or, neat a Parlia- 


1 | ment , chiefly for the like Srate-Purpoſes of 
DX claiming Liberties , and giving Aids: For I 
believe the Clergy while they were a 


conſtant Part of Parliament by the Premu- 
nientes duly executed, had the ſame protecti- 
on with the Lay Commons. But when ſum- 
mon'd to Convocation by the King's Pro- 
vincial Mandate, they had not the like pri- 
vilege, till it was now enacted for them. And 
this indeed ſhews more of the diſtinct Na- 
ture, and ſeparate Rights of the Clergy in 
the National Parliaments, and in their Pro- 
vincial Convocations only, as I gave the Senſe 


W of that Statute 8 Hen. VI. agaiaſt the larger 


interpretation of Mr. A.——p. 161. J. 1. which 
being made in purſuance of the Lateran Council. 
I ſhould have diſtinguiſh'd ; but I hope no 
one underſtands, that I could mean it of the 
Fourth Lateran Council held after this time ; 
but of the third 1179. in which ſome Canons 
ſeem to give occaſion to theſe Encroachments 
of Hubert 1200—p. 163. I. 20. dele de die in 
diem, which does not belong to the foremen- 
g „ Fax tioned 


( IQ d] M 
tioned words ſemel & ſecundo, which of theme 3 
ſelves alone prove the ConjeQure, that when the % 
Council met firſt, they broke off to a ſe- 
cond Meeting. ——p. 274. l. 19. Nor was it to 
cite the Clergy of the Dioceſe , or the Arch- þ 
deacon, but a Proctor for the Capitular Body of 
Chriſt- Church in Cant. Yes, it was to cite the 
Archdeacon and two Proctors of the Clergy 
to appear in Parliament.——p. 221. l. 9. Viſe- 
tation. One after Eaſter, the other after Mi- 
chaelmas : One commonly by the Biſhop or his ii 
Chancellor, the other by the Archdeacon. By i 
commonly | do not meant conſtant Practice, 
but that it was often ſo, and is ſtill ſo in ſome 8 
Dioceſes.——p. 275. l. 2. Another Parliament, 
I ſhould have ſaid another Seſſions of Par- 
liament.— p. 361.1. 7. Citizens or Burgeſſe: 
then ſummon d, add in ſo regular and ample 


Manner. 


Thus, Sir, have I run over all the Erro- 
neous or too Ambiguous Words and Ex- 
reſſions, which Ican obſerve in the compo- 
ition or impreſſion: It is poſſible ſome few | 
may have yet pany the which I ſhall as freely i 
own, as ſoon as I can he ſenſible of em. I 
hope none of theſe I mention, could lead the 
Reader into any miſapprehending of the main 
Subject: I think, right or wrong, they do not 
affect the true merits of the Cauſe, or move 
the Controverſy as it lies between us: How- 
ever, I would confeſs the very leaſt Miſtakes; 
and beg it may be taken, as I mean it, for in- 
genuous Confeſſion, which I think to be the 
duty of all Chriſtian Writers. I wiſh Dr. A. 
had ſet me the Example ; or however that r 
GE | wou 
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ould let me recommend it to him. We 
Authors, if we would be open, can tell more 
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our own faults, than moſt other People can 
cover in us: And when we have our ſelves 


ch- Wonfeſs'd them, none can be ſo cruel as to up- 
ef Praid us with them. If He be fo unkind, 
the s to turn theſe Acknowledgments into Re- 
EY roach or any Jeſt : I mnit beg Him to conſi- 
iſi- Mer, that I have not retracted any ane Prin- 
Mi- ipie of all thoſe in which 1 differ d from 
his Wim : Nor could I alter any one of thoſe 
By orrections which I made of his Miſtakes : Nor 
ice, s there any one of theſe Amendments, that 
me an afte& the Argument to which the Miſtake 
ent, as ill applied; Nor again, is there any one 


Error, that could appear voluntary or of per- 
erſe Deſign ; becauſe no one Poſition did 
Nepend upon any one of them. The true Rea- 
Jon of them was this, The Preſs was not ſuffi- 
Wcicntly revis'd, and the Author was not Infal- 
lible. 

I hop'd thoſe Faults were the ozly Objection 
to the Book; but you are pleas'd to Report 
Wome others, and to deſire I would give you a 
Mittle Satisfaction in them. 


l. One Offence, you ſay, is taken in the 
liberty I have us'd in expoſing the Author or 
not treating him with that Air of Aſſurance and Diſ- 
10ve Wldain, with which I complain he had treated 
ethers. You hear his Friends ſay, it is in- 

kes; lently done And you tell me he himſelf has 
exclaim'd, that I have »ſed him Barbarouſly. For 
this 1 would be judg'd by my own Words, as 


r. A I muſt be one Day by my own Conſcience. 
it 0 The hardeſt of my Expreſſions muſt be either 
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Scheme; the Body of his Book ſo perplex'd with 


(a2) | 
on his Book, or on his Perſon. Among the 
— madverſions on his Book ; I have 
indeed calbd it not only one of the moſt i eitel, 4 
Pieces I ever yet ſaw, but ſtill the moſt i 270 4 
Pref. p. iii. Becauſe. indeed I apprehended thef 
Method of his Arguments to be Inverted 
and the order of his Materials to be very con- 
fus d: And in the laſt Edition, which would 
have been the uniform and entire Work; | 
found the Preface : ſo contriv'd for a nen 


Inſertions and other Alterations z the Appen- 
dix ſo ſwell'd with Inſtruments. that did not 
agree with the 6 preceding Application of them; 
and after all, the Addenda ſo qualifying and 0 
revoking many Words and Thoughts that went j 
before; that I could have no kinder Notiu W 
of it, "than as a moſt disjointed and imper ſel 
Piece. „ 

Thoſe that examine and compare it, have 
reaſon to judge ſo of it: And I believe, thoſe 
who barely read it, find it very hard to pick 
out the , connexion of it. For this ſame rea- 
ſon 1 did | again, cenſure it, as a moſt inaccurate, 
confuſed, and miſtaken Account, p. 175. And if, 
the Grounds of ſuch a Cenſure be in my want 8 
of Underſtanding only, I ſhall be glad to yield 
to any better Information. Theſe and_othet 
Characters of that Performance are I am ſure 
in much ſofter Expreſſion, than what, Mr. 4 
had uſed upon his own, Occaſions of running 
down another Author. Dr. W 8 Work i5.4 


| 
a1 
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ce, veau nothing more than a Series of 27 
impertinent Accounts, attended with ſuitable 
& fexions » but without one wiſe Word ſpoken or 
„ Stroke ſtruct in behalf of his Point from the. 
ning of the Book to the end of it. hen 
a Man advances is not only ill deſign'd, but 
= grounded, and his Principles are as Falſe as they 
e Scandalous (as I have evidently prov'd his to 


> be beſtowed on ſuch Writers and their Writings. 
here 1s an infinite variety of theſe Flowers 
atter'd thro? his Book; theſe are a few only of 
em that abound in the Preface. And when 
Writer had took that liberty with another Man's 
ork, could he expect that his om ſhould be 
prov'd with Gentleneſs and the Arts of Com- 
aiſance ? It is well his Example did not more 
fect, and make his Anſwerer full as Rude and 
eproachful. _ 
As to any Reflexions on his Perſon, I hope 
zone can be called Perſonal. I am ſure, there 
s not one Word detracting from him, but as 
Writer only. Nor were any other of his Wr:i- 
ings examin'd and reprov'd, but that Work alone. 
Is Intellectuals were no worſe repreſented, 


an of good Parts, and a ſharp Pen, &c. Pref. 
iii. And as to his Morals, there was not a 


) there are no Names and Cenſures too bad 


| an by owning, 7 knew the Author to be 4 


Word of them. But I am glad that he and 
is Friends are by this means come to a ſenſe of 
be Indecency and Irreligion of a taunting and 
7 WP Pprobrious way of Writing. When the ſharp 

ad inſulting Vein of Mr. A. was before ob- 
ecded, the Anſwer was ready among Some, 
hat it was a good Spirit, and a commanding Pen; 
and as to the Parties reflected on, why truly 

they 


* 
* 


Wh. 
.“ 
3 * 
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1 | | , b 

0 they deſerv'd that, and worſe. But now a 
th ſoon as a lighter Reproof is turn'd upon him; 
1 agg | | 

I ith it is preſently all baſe and barbarous. What 2% 
ids different Senſe have ſome Men of Injuries, $ 


15 when they do them unto Others, from what 
. they have when they come to think, that they 
ſuffer em themſelves. By the hardeſt Word 
given to Mr. A. I meant not to wound his Re. 
putation, but to heal the Wounds which hf 
had made on other Men. When I was to vin- 
dicate many innocent Perſons from his ill Names 
4 and moſt injurious Characters: What could / 
| ſay leſs, than that He who gave them, wall. 
I" not a Fair Witneſs ? A 
1 I confeſs my Temptations lay to a much 
reater Liberty. Men can ſcarce diſcover an 8M, 
dverſary's weak Side, without naturally puſh- 
ing hard upon it; and if they are abundang i 
ſatisfied with being in the Right, they can hard 
ly ſuppreſs the Frailty of a little trampling up- 
on thoſe, whom they verily believe inthe Wrong. 
But eſpecially, when Men of any concern for 
a Church and the Governors of it, ſee that 
Church under pretence of Saluting effectually 
betrayed : And thoſe Governors ignominiouſiy 
treated, under Characters of haughty Con- 
tempt and deſigned Odium : This decently 
ſharpens a reſpectful Pen, and makes Indigna- 
tion it ſelf the Duty of every obedient Son- 
I was under ſuch Thoughts and Perſuafions, | 
whileI was Anſwering that Book, and could there- 
fore hardly refrain from more grievous Re- 
ſentments. It was Guard and Caution to my i; 
utmoſt Power, that kept me from rebuking 
with more plainneſs and ſeverity. And to 
confeſs another Truth; when I was firſt draw- 
ing 


N C15) 
Hg up my Senſe on that Subject, I let fall ma- 
Wa y rougher Expreſſions, which upon review I 


um; ok care to expunge; that I might give as 
nat a f 7A Offence a pollible : And I did hope, I 
TIS, Id let nothing paſs, that could betray a want 
"ay IF Decency and Chriſtian Charity. 

they 

or However, I kept purely to the Author of 
Re. at Book, and accounted with him on that 
n hl. Subject only. And if upon diſcovery of 
Vin- 


eſtructive Principles, and Authorities falſe 
mer miſapplied, I did ſometimes leave the Mat- 
uld ,, and complain of the Mar; this Liberty 
Wa as been thought juſt and neceſſary to every 
Pontroverſial Writer. If I had acted indeed 
muc 1 y late Example, and thrown my Reflexions 


er an und upon the Dead and Living, upon my 


puſt- 1 quals and Betters; I could not have anſwer'd 
= r ſuch a Freedom, and therefore J refrain'd 


om it. As I remember, I have cenſur'd no 


g up- We Writer, but thoſe who gave immediate oc- 
rong-W-afion to this Diſpute. I was oblig'd to lay 
n for pen the Author of a Letter to a Convocation- 
tha han, but then I could mean no harm to a per- 
wall) Wn, whom 1 do not yer know. And it was as 
loully Wroper for me to take notice of the Author 
Con- Municipuem Eccleſiaſticum , whom, you ſay, 
cently ſeem to treat with ſome Diſreſpect : I had 
2 * adeed an odd Notion of Him; Yet I did him 
t Son. 


uſtice and no Diſhonour in ſaying, That he 
as conſiſtent with his Principles, and ſo far blunt 
nd fair; for what he believ'd he did honeſtly 
> aſſert , &c. p. 23, 24. But after my due no- 


aſions, 
there- 
8 Re- 


o m ice of theſe Writers, I confin'd my ſelf pure- 
2ukin? y to Mr. A. and his Rights, Powers, and Privi- 
vileges 


nd ro 


draw- 
ing 


5) 


vileges of an Engliſh Convoeation : Where, if my. 
Refiexioas had been as bitter as that Writer FT 
Pattern of em: Yet I think there had beer 
this apparent difference between us; I deal 
with an Equal, where Liberties are mon 
decent upon the ſquare and level: But hg 
fell in upon his, Speriors in Dignity an 
Order, where all the Rules of Civility and F Ref 
ligion' commanded a Reverence and a becoming 
Diſtance. 
To conclude this Objection: I am very cou 
ſcious that Rudeneſs and Railing are ſuch a 
Evil, that all Chriſtian Writers, and eſpecial 
Divines, ſhould abſtain from 'the Appearance ol 
it; and therefore, if I "proceed to examine 3 
the Remainder of that Book, I promiſe v 3 
keep directly and purely to the Subject of it; 
and not meddle with the' Author; but as q 3 
ſpeaks in his own Words. But I deſire to hf 
prevented; or at leaſt to reſerve the further 
diſtinctions. of Trutli ard Falſhood, till I hes 
what Reply can be given tothe elaborate Wor 
of Dr. Wake on this Subject, which is nom 
in the Preſs, and (if Prejdices, be nb 


= 


"0 


of theſe Matters. 3 


II. You repreſent it. as. another Objection 
that I have preſsꝰd too hard upon the miſtakes off 8 
the Author, and have dwelt upon his ſmall aa 
trivial Errors, which ſeems to be the ſame cen 
ſorious Humour, that I condemn'd in Him 
and contrary to my own Rule, p. 39. that gol 
NY Authors deſpiſe the notice of little in 


Cin. if 
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if my ronſtalerable Errors, and correct ſuch only as look 
riter pig, and ſtand directly in their way. Let the 
beer World judge, whether the miſtakes I have ſo 
deal Mar corrected in Mr. A. be ſuch Trifles and in- 
mon Wizaificant Lapſes, as their Author wiſhes them 
ut to be. Do but run over the ſeveral Errors of 
y ane firſt Chapter briefly recounted, p. 175. and 
1d RefWjudge, which of them is of no moment, or 
ominWW&w hich of 'em could have been paſs'd by, as not 
ffecting Peace or Truth. This Charge of be- 
Wang a vexatious and impertinent Critick on 
y cou him, can be only juſtified by one or both of 
ich a heſe Articles. 1. That I have condemn'd 
ecialMnany of his Opinions. or Expreſſions for Erro- 
ance d eous, that are notwithſtanding Right and 
ami rue. Or atleaſt, 2dly. That I have ſo nar- 
Nowy pry'd into all his little Overlights, as 
ot to have left a ſingle Fault uncenſur'd. As 
o the Fr, I do not yet find my ſelf miſta- 
en, and will really beg pardon, as ſoon as I 
m convinc'd of doing him any injury. As to 
he Second, I was not ſo minute a Critick, as 
o catch at all the Trips and Nods (as he is 
leas'd to phraſe em) tho' I took but one 
Chapter and a half under Examination, and 
1 thin bad room to be Particular; Yet truly I 
asd over many Eſcapes of that Author, that 
might not delight in expoſing of em. If 
1 Sion n my own defence I muſt prove this; Pray 
8 urn to the very Preface, where I touch'd up- 
11) ann none of theſe conſiderable Errors. Pref: 
| Ed. p. iii. Nor is it to be forgotten, that ſince 


e CCI): . | e 
0 nem Doctrine came abroad, a new definition 


- 


Him 3 As. : ES 
o W f Convocations has obtain d, which we are nom 
2 a $ i old, are only Occaſional Aſfemblies for ſuch purpo- 
7 


„ the King ſhall direct. Nicholſon. Hiſt. Lib. 
em 01: III. p. 200 '*. Is 


(18) k 
In which Words I could have remark'd * 
Three or Four ways of very diſingenuous 
Biſhop Stil- dealing. For, 1. The New defonition, as hjge 
lingfleet's calls it, was not SINCE but BEFORE 
7 _ that mew Doctrine (as he means it) came 
Oftob.29, abroad. Nor 2dly. Are we NO W 0d ſo 
1695. * by Mr. Nicholſon from whom he cites the de- 
Dr. W's nition; but we were FORMERLY ſo 
Book pub- told by Biſhop Srillingfleet , in his Viſitati- 
__ on Charge publiſh'd in his Rights of th: 
after. Parochial Clergy, &c. p. 365. from whom Mr. N. 
cholſon did ju ly quote it. And yet, 3dly. The 
definition does neither run ſo, nor break off 
ſo, as Mr. A. reports it. They are Occaſional 
Aſſemblies in ſeveral reſpects, but not ONLY 3 
ſuch in all reſpects. Nor are they meerly for | 3 
ſuch Purpoſes as the King ſhall direct; as Mr. 4 
would ridicule them by breaking off in ir 
middle of a Sentence; but for ſuch e 
as the King ſhall direct, when they meet. 

Mr. Archdeacon Nicholſon had ſo recited the 
Definition. Engliſh Convocations ; allow their 
Juſt Definition to be Occaſional Aſſemblies [ of Wl. ; 
Biſhops and Inferior Clergy ] for ſuch Purpoſes, # 
the King ſhall direct when they meet. 3 

Pref. P. viii. The Iſſue of which complain 

was (i. e. of the Complaint of the Common 4 
to the Lords about Dr. Cowel's Interpreter) tha 4 
the Author, for theſe his Outlandiſh Politicks, wa 
taken into Cuſtody, and his Book condemn d to the 
Flames: Nor could the Dedication of it to WW 
then Grace of Canterbury ſave it; who did a 
think himſelf concern'd to countenance whatever 
Doctrine any indiſcreet Writer ſhould take the l- 
berty to y_y to Him. 2 


K „ ed ,, 
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We know very well, the witty Application 
he of this Story was to recommend the Commit- 


ment of Dr. Wake, and the Burning of his 
Book; and that the Book might not be /ava, 


| ſo nor the Author const enanc d, for the Dedicati- 
ell. on to his Grace of Canterbury. Mr. A. has gi- 
" ſo ven this Sentence, and in his manner call d for 
ati. Execution of it, in ſeveral Parts of his Anſwer. 


But what if the Fact here, which he applies to 
ſuch an angry deſign, be in it ſelf really falſe? 
believe it falſe. I have ſeen ſome Copies of 
the Journals of Both Houſes in that Parliament 
„Jacobi, and cannot find by them, either that 
© the Author was taken into Cuſtody, or that the 
Boo was condemn'd to the Flames. The De- 
bates on this Matter began in the Houſe of 
Commons on Friday Feb. 23. 1609. when 
Mr. Hoskins inſiſted on ſeveral exceptionable 
8 Paſſages, in verbis. 1. Parliament. 2. King. 
= 3. Subſidy. 4. Tith. The Matter was there- 

. WW vpon referr'd to a Committee, who on Sa- 
W 7 day Feb. 24. Reported, That they had exa- 
Vvined certain Heads, raſily, dangerouſly, and per- 
iciouſiy aſſerted, &c. and gave a farther Inſtance 
- in verbo. 5. Proctors of the Clergy. To which 
ar. Attorney added two other Inſtances in 
7, 6. Prerogative. 7. Prohibition. On Tueſ- 
8/4» Feb. 27. the Commons deſired a Conference 
ich the Lords upon this Matter; of which the 
e is thus entred in the Journal of the Up- 
er Houſe. Die Martis Feb. 27. 1609. Complaint 
ade by the Commons of a Book of Dr. Cowel's 
be Conference appointed Friday next.—Sab- 
Pati 3 Martii 1609. Report of the Conference. 
The main Exceptions taken by the Lower Houſe 
ere againſt Four Places in the ſaid Book. 1. On 
0&3 © the 
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( 20 
the Word Subſidy. 2. On the Word King; ® 
3. On the Word Parliament. 4. On the Word © 
Prerogative. Upon which places,the ſaid Dr.Cowel 
had ſo unadviſedly enlarged himſelf, (as the Houſe 
of Commons apprehended) that the ſame was i 
very offenſive and dangerous. Die Jovis 8. Mar- = 
tit 1609. The Lord-Treaſurer ſionified to the 
Houſe, That his Majeſty had taken notice of the 
matter, and peruſed the Places in Dr. Cowel's 
Book, whereunto Exceptions were talen; and had 
called the ſaid Cowel bejore Him, and heard his 
Anſwer thereunto. And having thereupon duly 
conſidered the Errors committed by the Party on ñ⁶ 
that behalf, was graciouſly pleaſed to deliver his 
Judgment and Reſolution to the Lords (to be 7 1 
them imparted unto the Committees of the Houſe 
of Commons) touching the ſaid Matter; which the 
ſaid Treaſurer particularly delivered to thei 
Lordſhips; and was by them appointed to report # 
the ſame accordingly to the Committee. After 
which, the King came to the Houſe of Lords 
on March 20. and made a Speech to them on if 
that occaſion 5 and ifſued out a Proclamation M 
for Suppreſling the ſaid Book on 25 March, 
8th year of his Reign. Which Proclamation, 
at large may be ſeen in the printed Collection 
of Proclamations of King James, and in the 
Preface to the laſt Edition of Cowel's Interpre- 


* 


ter, 1700. In all theſe Tranſactions of King 


and Parliament, there is nothing about taking ; 
the Author into Cuſtody, nor any Order for 
his Book to be Burn'd. And therefore if Mr. 4 
had it from any Secret Hiſtory, He muſt firſt 
produce it, and then prove it no Invention of. 
Credulity or Malice. - "I; 
t 
2 


Theſe, 


( 21) 


' Theſe, I think, are two apparent Errors, 


f which I favourably omitted in my late Exami- 
we nation. There be in the ſame Preface ſome 
was 


other Reflexions, which 1 could have ſhewn to 
have been very precarious and deceiving, in 
the Cauſe, or in the Eve of them. As p. xx1, 
Aid at the ſame time that they would have others 


vel's thought unwilling to ſerve the Crown, take care ef- 
200 fectually to diſable themſelves from ſerving it, by 
is 


forſeiting all the Credit and Intereſt they have 

among their Brethren. Mr. A. has ſome more 

% of theſe Turns, to make us believe, That Popu- 

= arity is all on his fide, and that the Other is but 

Je 7 odious and contemptible in the Eyes of the 
uſe 


h the the Aſſerters of Monarchy and Epiſcopacy, be- 
then fore aboliſhing this, and extirpating that in the 

report late Times of Confuſion. They judg'd then 

_ of their Cauſe by its own Merit, not by the 
ords 


number of thoſe who eſpous'd it. Yet I do not 
think the Popular Affections are now ſo incli- 
ning, as he imagines. *Tis true, Oppoſition 
to Governors is often an Art of Pleaſing: But 
poſſibly there is ſome Credit and Intereſt that 
lies the other way ; The Men that from a Prin- 
ciple of Obedience and Peace are for preſerving 
terpre- the legal Conſtitution of the Church, have not 
King (as he would have it) diſabled themſelves from 
taking ſerving the Crown. 
ler tor Pref. p. xix. It ſeems to Him, (i. e. to the 
Mr. A Anchor Mr. A.) that be pleads for his Majeſty's 
ſt firſt Honour, and my Lord Archbiſhop's Intereſt more 
tion o effeitually than they can pretend to, who differ from 
| Hm. It is certainly for the Honour of the Crown, 
be attended always with. the Great Council Spiri- 
Theſe, tal of the Realm, as well as Temporal ; and my 
„„ V 


nation 
arch, | 1 
nation, 
ection 
in the 


1 br 


II 
181 
: 
1 
19 
"33+ 
Tx. * 
* 
” 4 
C = 
: . 
* 
= 
. 
1 
5 
. 
* 
1 * 
: 
1 
* 
"Py 
W272 1; 
; o 
' 0 
1191 
+ 
4 
** 
. 


— — 

* - 
Yr rw 
"S- E 


Addreſs 


March 10. 


1700. 


( 22) 
Lord's Grace of Canterbury is never ſo conſiderable, 
as when He is at the Head of the Clergy of his Pro- 
vince. I acknowledge, It would be for hisMajeſty's 
Honour, that the Two Houſes of Convocation 


ſhould give His Majeſty all poſſible Aſſurance of | 4 1 
their ſtedfaſt Fidelity and Affection to his ſacred i 


Perſon and Government, and always teſtify it by 8 
maintaining his Supremacy, as eſtabliſh'd by the 

Laws of this Realm, and the Articles and Canons Wi 
of their Church. And it would be my Lord Arch- 


biſhop"s Intereſt, that he ſhould not depart from * 


the Rights of his See, the Dignity of his Suf- 9 


fragans, and ſo from the very Nature of a Pro- 


Vincial Synod. But whither this Honour or In- 


tereſt has been owing to that Author's Plead- 
ing, I ſubmit——As alſo, whither his Principles 
and the Purſuance of them will make his Grace 


Jo conſiderable, at the Head of the Clergy of his 
Province. 1 
Pref. p. xv. Muſt we believe that the Friends of 
Convocations have been repreſented under the ſame 
Colours to His Majeſty, that they are to the Rea- 
der? As Enemies to his Government, Hot, Im- 
moral, conſiderable neither for their Merit, Inte- 


reſt, nor Number? If ſe indeed, we have here an 
eaſy Account of the diſtinguiſhing Steps that bave Y 
of late years been taken, It is no very fair Ac- 8 


count, (how eaſy ſoever for ſome Men to give 
it,) to charge the Government with ſuch diſtin- 
gui ſhing Steps of late: The g in its worſt 
Tenſe was more kept up in former Reigns. But 
all Goveraments are wiſe enough 4 little to di- 
ſtinguiſh thoſe, who in Judgment and Affection 
are for the Governor's Legal Intereſt and Ho- 
nour. But where has been the great Partiality ? 
Is there any one ſide that has been alone coun- 
FE 65-2 | weed: apr | | tenanc'd 


LE 
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4 tenanc'd and dignified, while the other have 


— | deen All rejected or forgot? Can our Au- 
9 5 Thor himſelf complain of ſuch a loſing ſide ? 
74 „ an be no offence to ſay, That He 


ceded not to have condemn'd others as 
riting for Preferment, nor to magnify 
imſelf for aſſerting a Cauſe of no Proſpect in 


; 'y 4 This World. Pref. p. xxiii. Auch leſs can I be 
: | i pected to have engag d in this deſign, out of In- 
5 yy We creſt. The way to that is not by appearing in be- 


f of Councils, which (as Johannes Major well 
*Dbſerv'd.) meet but ſeldom, and have no Dignities 
Fo diſpoſe of. If Joh. Major did ſo obſerve, it 
"Kay be as well obſerv'd, that a turbulent Man 


„. Eneas Hl. 
5 Prepar'd a way to the Popedom, by adhering vis 5 

wr a Council againſt the Pope: He got himſelf Pius 11. 

Ples c the Head of a Committee in that Council for Concil. 


he Collation of Eccleſiaſtical Benefices ; 
Foaſted of his perſeverance in the cauſe of Po- 
SFverty and Diſgrace, till the Cunning Man crept 
into ſeveral Dignities, and at laſt into the Pa- 
pal Chair; where He retracted all his old Po- 
polar Notions in a ſolemn Bull; and as Men 
for want of Moderation uſe to do, He was as 
violent for the Rights of the Papacy, as He had 
been for thoſe of the Council. 


have 

AC- But Mr. A. could not be ſaſpected. No, it is 
Eve neither from theſe nor any ſuch low Inducements as 
or theſe, that I have entred on this Work, &c. He 
0 need not have ſaid this, and more of this kind, 
But becauſe he did not know how he might be 
a | tempted. Great Spirits have been forc'd often 
Mon to refuſe a thing, becauſe they once hapned to 
9. lay, they would not rake it. But indeed in ſuch 
ny" Wy Cates, Prudence has often diſpens'd with a raſh 


'C4 


word, 


Baſil, 
He 1431. 


145 8. 
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word. However, Mr. A. ſhould not have 0 1 

leſſen'd the Conſcience and Honour of All, who 7 

have been or ſhall be in the other way of Wri. 

ting. He ſhould not repreſent them as Flat. 

terers of a Government, and Seekers of Pre- 
ferment from it; as Deſigning Writers, as invi-. 

ted by a ſecret Motive: and as hoping to find 

their private Account, &c. Pref. p. xv1. xxv. xi. 

Cc. This hath been the common Misfortune of 

Men, who have defended a Standing Church and 

State. They have been reproach'd with Self 

Intereſt and Siniſter Deſigns ; tho' they have b 

had nothing but their own Conſcience to Re. 

ward them. * 

This was the Fate of the Learned Dr. Whit. E 

2, who in a Letter from one Norton a Mint 

Mr. ter wrote Anno 1572. was adviſed, * To for: 
pe Hs. bear anſwering Cartwright the Puritan's BO 3 
15 that Proteſtants might not give an Entertain 
mer. p. 20. ment to the Enemies of Religion by falling Y 
Eccleſ. - into Controverſies among themſelves; and afi 4 
nods, &c. © tho* Whitgift's ſecret intention was to ſtand 
p. 178. c the hes for Preferment, ad was then 
c threatned with diſappointment of his hope 

« by the Example of Mr. Aylmer : For ſay 1 

ce the Writer, Mr. Aylmer's unſeaſonable Para- 

« dox to Truth hath hurt the Church, and yet 4 

not advanced his Preferment ſo much as be 

& hoped ; for it ſeems Mr. Ayl mer had defend- 4 

Queen Elizabeth and her Supremacy, againſt the 

furious Writings of Mr.:K9x, and was fol 

that Service accuſed, that he bad in that Bool 

too much advanced the Power and Authority 1 5 : | 

Princes, which Knox had ſo leſſen d and diſparagd 

But this invidious Snggeſtion did .not 

diſhearten that roar and honeſt Writer 


Fol 


F (25) 
ve fo por, it ſeems, Whitgift in his Anſwer to Norton's 
, Who Wetter, gave 4 better Interpretation of Himſelf and 


Wri- Rylmer, and their Intentions in what they wrote, 
| | , / 
Flat- ¶ Hing, That Mr. Aylmer's Doctrine was nei- 
Pre- ther unſeaſonable, nor yet a Paradox, but a 
indi· ¶ common true received Opinion, grounded on 
o find the expreſs Words of the Scripture, and re- 
-v. xi. ceived without doubt of all Learned Writers 
me oi both Old and New, and in moſt ſeaſonable 
ch and time taught; Mens Minds and Hearts being ſo 
Self. far from due Obedience, and fo inclinable to 


te contrary : And I am fully fatisfied (added 
He) concerning our Diyine, that he had all 
che Advancement he looked for. And that 


Whit. it was great lack of Charity to judge Men to 
Min do that for Advancement, which they did of 
o fo: KW Conſcience and Duty. | 

Book This ill-natur'd Objection of Avarice and 


then les of the Reformation. But then,our conforma- 
hopes le Clergy never caſt the Odium upon One 
Ir ſays Another: It was a Civility of their profeſs'd 
> Para nemies; Thoſe of purer Diſcipline, thoſe for 
nd yet Claſſical Synod, and for Presbyters indepen- 
as he ent on Archbiſhops and Biſhops. And there- 
efend-MWore the Judicious Mr. Hooker, when he came 
nſt the 4 


co treat of the Laws of Eccleſiaſtical Policy, 
as for 

* Bout 
rity A 
d not 
riter 


Fol, 


He foreſaw the diſadvantage He muſt labour 
under: He was ſenſible, that his very Subject 


would expoſe him to the Jealouſies and Aſper- 
ſions of ſome ſort of People. Hence he begins, 


you know, his very firſt Book in this humble 
and modeſt Apology. He that goeth about to 


per- 


— 2. = 


(24) 


word. However, Mr. A. ſhould not have u 4 
leſſen'd the Conſcience and Honour of All, who 7 
have been or ſhall be in the other way of Wri. 3 
ting. He ſhould not repreſent them as Flat- 
terers of a Government, and Seekers of Pre- 
ferment from it; as Deſigning Writers, as invi. 
ted by a ſecret Motive, and as hoping to find * 
their private Account, &c. Pref. p. xvi. xxv. xi. 
&c. This hath been the common Misfortune of Ef 
Men, who have defended a Standing Church and 3 
State. They have been reproach'd with Self. 'Y 3 
Intereſt and Siniſter Deligns ; tho' they have® 
had nothing but their own Conſcience to Re. 
ward them. 2 
This was the Fate of the Learned Dr. Whit. 
gift, who in a Letter from one Norton a Mini 
Mr. Iker wrote Anno 1572. was adviſed, To fo 1 
ry ype ** ce bear anſwering Cartwright the Puritan? Bo 4 
as Th that Proteſtants might 7 not give an Entertain F 
mer. p. 20. Ment to the Enemies of Religion by falling 
Ecel:ſ. $y- © Into Controverſies among themſelves; and aff 
rods, &c. «tho? Whitgifr's ſecret intention was to ſtand 
P. 178. cc the un for Preferment, aud was then 
ce threatned with diſappointment of his 5 
« by the Example of Mr. Aylmer : For ial 
*©the Writer, Mr. Aylmer's e Para- 
« dox to Truth hath hurt the Church, and yet 4 ; 
« not. advanced his Preferment ſo much as hel 'Z 
& hoped ; for it ſeems Mr. Aylmer had defend-f 4 
Queen Elizabeth and her Supremacy, againſt the 
furious Writings of Mr.:K29x, and was for 
that Service accuſed, that he had in that Bool 
too much advanced the” Power and Authority of 
Princes, which Knox had ſo leſſen'd and diſparag's 2 
But this invidious Suggeſtion did hot! 
diſhearten that roar and honeſt Writer 


ke 


A 


$ 's 
2 0 
= 
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or, it ſeems, Whitgift in his Anſwer to Norton's 
Who Wetter, gave 4 better Interpretation of Himſelf and 
Wri- Mylmer, and their Intentions in what they wrote, 
Flat- ing, That Mr. Aylmer's Doctrine was nei- 


ve ſo cM 


Pre- MW ther unſeaſonable, nor yet a Paradox, but a 
nu. common true received Opinion, grounded on 
the expreſs Words of the Scripture, and re- 
ceived without doubt of all Learned Writers 
1 © both Old and New, and in moſt ſeaſonable 
time taught; Mens Minds and Hearts being ſo 
far from due Obedience, and ſo inclinable to 
I the contrary: And I am fully ſatisfied (added 
ne) concerning our Dtyine, that he had all 

the Advancement he looked for. And that 


Whit I it was great lack of Charity to judge Men to 
Mini do that for Advancement, which they did of 
o fo: MM Conſcience and Duty. | 

Book This ill-natur'd Objection of Avarice and 


ertai Ambition was a Calumny, it ſeems, thrown 
fallin pon our greateſt Divines, whenever they ap- 
and «pcar'd in defence of the Royal Supremacy, and 
ſtand he Church eſtabliſb d, on the Obedient Princi- 
then les of the Reformation. But then, our conforma- 
hope fle Clergy never caſt the Odium upon One 
Ir ſays Another: It was a Civility of their profeſs'd 
> Para nemies; Thoſe of purer Diſcipline, choſe for 
nd yet Claſſical Synod, and for Presbyters indepen- 
as he ent on Archbiſhops and Biſhops. And there- 
efend-MMWore the Judicious Mr. Hooker, when he came 
nſt the to treat of the Laws of Eccleſiaſtical Policy, 


as for le foreſaw the diſadvantage He muſt labour 
it Book under: He was ſenſible, that his very Subject 
rity would expoſe him to the Jealouſies and Aſper- 
rag d. 


WF {ions of ſome ſort of People. Hence he begins, 
d not You know, his very firſt Book in this humble 
and modeſt Apology. He that goeth about to 


per- 


[riter: | 


Ft; 


* > E S 
7 - ; * 
1 - 


Bus 


23S 
+ WH af 4 


bes * 
— vw 
- "ES: _ 
"x 


— — 
= — — _ 
=  _ > 
. g 
2 - . 
9 7 K 
— — 
* 


2 
— 


— — . — 2 11 
2 5 * 7 

— - - 2 's 2 
* r ee * 


— — — — 
my 
— ow g 
2 2 * 
922 * 
- — 
2 1 
= 
T2441 * 
4222 by 8 


—— 
- Z 


- 23224 — — — — 
— ͤ — — — — _— — 


— — 9 
— — —ͤ — - 

wo -. oc. — 52 - 
- a «© © 


gungen — 


— — 
— — — — 
— 


. * *% + fee. bh * 
— 5x 0644-2 ˙ POE 7 —_— — _ = 
— EDIRC — 
— . ” _— ” 
= 
fo 
— — © *® . - = - _- = - => © 
: * Z ID > > —_— x , ; 
— 4 K 21 823 1. 
os 


4 


weight of their Speech, is ſupplied by the aptneſs f 


(26) 1 
perſuade a multitude, that they are not ſo well go. | 2 
vern'd as they ought to be, ſhall never want atten. 
tive and favourable Hearers, becauſe they know | 
the manifold defets, whereunto every kind of Re- 
giment is ſubjeft ; but the ſecret lets and diſfculties, 
which in publick Proceedings are innumerable and 
inevitable, they have not ordinarily the judgment to 


conſider. And becanſe ſuch as openly reprove ſup- i 
poſed diſorders of State are taken for principal 
Friends to the common Benefit of All, and for Men i 
that carry ſingular freedom of Mind; under thi: i 
fair and plauſible colour whatſoever they utter paſſeth 
for good and current, that wbich wanteth in the 


— 


Mens Minds to accept and believe it : Whereas on 
the other ſide, if we maintain things that art i 
ESTABLIS HED, we have not only to ſlrin 
with a number of heavy Prejudices deeply rooted iu 
the Hearts of Men, who think that herein mw i 
SERVE the TIME, and ſpeak in favour of 
the preſent State, becauſe thereby we either HOLD 
or SEE K Preferment, But this Author was 
too Wiſe and Good to value an Ill Report from i 
unreaſonable Men; He went on and did his 
Duty, with Appeal to his own Conſcience, and 
Submiſſion to the Providence of God. & 
But to return; I was Anſwering, Sir, the 
Objection You Reported, of my dwelling long 
on the little trivial Errors of Mr. 4's Book; WW 
to pick faults, and magnify the appearance of 
them. Whereas in Truth, I was ſo far from i 
Exhauſting the Subject of his Aiſt ales, that I i 
left a very great Many untouch'd, without re- 
proof, without mention of them. I have given 
tome Examples in his Preface : So' again 1 

> : 
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go. 4 & Firſt Chapter, I could point you to a variety 
ten- xl ha: I think myſelf to have already 


know 


| Wov'd, that in Sixteen of his principal Notions 
Ke. Nrvanc'd in that Chapter, not only his Authori- 
ties, and Citations are wreſted and miſapplied, but 
and Poſitions and Principles are all precarious and 
ng. Nor barely wrong, but highly injurious to 
Jo up- e fundamental Rights and Liberties of the Chri- 
ipal ¶ ar Church, and this Member of it the Church of 
Men England. Belides the many concluding Re- 
y thi: NMexions he made upon his Scheme of that Chap- 
aſſeth r, which 1 ſhew'd to be all diſingenuous, and 
2 the h open Affront to our Conſtitution, and the Go- 
ſs of Frnors of it; yet there be Gleznings of many 
45 m Wpable Miſtakes in chat one Chapter, which 
t on a review would prove, that J had not 
rin fore rabd them All together. Ke 
ed in For Inſtance, p. 5. He gives an ill Deſcripti- 
in m In of the Form of Ancient Synods, the Biſhops 
our of WF” + ſemicircle) formoſt, and the Presbyters behind 
Oben, before whom the Deacons and the Peo 
- was '. As if the Deacons and the People ſtood 
from re the Presbyters, when they more directly 
d his 00d before the Biſhops. 


„ and b. gl. He cites S. Gypriar's Firſt Epi- 


ee, to prove, that Presbyters were Co-aſſeſſors 
the i ith the Biſhops, which they might be in Dio- 
34 % Snods of each Biſhop and his Clergy, yet 
ook; t in Provincial Aſſemblies of ſeveral Biſhops, 
ce i which he here alone applies it. For the 


from ollege mei qui preſentes aderant, &c. is not to 


e underſtood of the Presbyters in any Provin- Bp. Erl. 
that 1 ia Synod, as two of our Learned Biſhops have BÞ. Peare 


ut re- 
given have obſerv'd more ] 

—_ bler dre properly, that the deſign 
In his of the Third Epiſtle of 8. Cyprian, was to re- 


Prov'd againſt the Popiſh Writers. He might on. 
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in England, when it had declin d almoſt evn 


of Diſcipline here recited are by no means if 


ral Councils, were deputed thither by Provinci, 4 


+. I 


"HB A 
1 
9 . 


(28) 4 


buke the Inſolence of a Deacon, and to ſhi burie 
that the contempt of Biſhops was the beginn ul 
of all Hereſies and Schiſms, Hæc ſunt enim ij 
tia Hereticorum, & ortus atque conatus Schiſmi 
ticorum male cogitantium, ut ſibi placeant, & PW 
poſitum ſuperbo tumore contemnant. There is an 
ther admirable Epiſtle, num. xliii. contra qu 
rundam Presbyterorum malignitatem & per fidil 
qui conjurationis ſus memores—— fone 
quibuſdam & hortamenta tribuebant, ne conc 
darent cum Epiſcopo ſus. 4 

1b. p. 5. He ſays, The ſetled Rule of the Prin 
tive Church (in holding Synods) was kept up h 


Lo 


where elſe ;, as the Conſtitutions of Egbert Ari = 
biſhop of York, made in the middle of the Ei 
Century declare; when alas theſe were no wal 
ſtitutions of Egbert, but Excerptions only: Nl 
Canons om made by him for the Engliſh Chur 
but a Collection of Canons formerly made roi 
Primitive and Foreign Churches. So as the For 


Argument of what was then kept up here il 
England. | 9 

P. 6. Margin. See the Emperor's Letter 
S. Cyril, Conc. Epheſ. Part 1. i. e. for a Pro- 
that, eden the Biſhops who were preſent in Gen 
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Synods. Whereas the Inſtructions of that Let 


ter are, for Cyril to bring with him ſome tell 
Biſhops of his Province, not fuch as a Sym 
ſhould depute, but ſuch as he himſelf ſhould thin 
fit. So again he refers to the Epiſtle of cf 
preolus Biſhop of Carthage, excuſino himſelf fi 1 
fending o Biſhops, becauſe the War which hi 
groke out into thoſe Parts, hindred him from cal. 


ing 


r * 
; ? 


* - , 
=. * 
ö 
= 7 
4 


a1 4 Provincial Synod, from whence they mere to 


to ſhe b@Weputed. When after all, Capreolus was not 
ginnt red from calling a Provincial Synod, but at 
nim i H a National Cou ncil ex omnibus Provinciis 
Schiſm ce, to which tis plain no Presbyters were 
ad, but the Biſhops alone, who agreed among 


is ay mſelves, which of them could beſt attend 
ra n the General Council. So that his Doctrine 
er fd deputing Biſhops by Provincial Synods, and 
ſomen ging along with them the Reſolution and Con- 
con of the ſeveral Churches from which they came 

$4 the Presbyters therefore having Voices in 
e Prin e Leſſer Synoas , their. Conſent was alſo in the 
1 a of the Greater preſum'd and included: 
1 con is all Fancy and deſign'd Invention. 


© Among his References to Councils, Canons, 
Ei . Koman Laws, p. 6, 7. there be ſome other 
10 dent Miſtakes either in the Figures, or the 
7 : V erence he draws from ſuch and ſuch Places. 


mm P. 8. Innocent III. in his Reſcript to the Arch- 


jade ep of Sens, diretts that the Proctors of Cathe- 
e Form Chapters ſhould be ſummon'd to theſe Provin- 
ans . 5y:9ds. I think it is not ſummon d but 


Fe 4 vited only, which diſtinguiſhes the Courreſie 


m the Right; nor to be admitted for com- 


a I dn Conſult and univerſal Suffrage ; but to treat 
a Pro 8 ſuch Things eſpecially as concern'd their 
1 Gen apters. He puts ſome Latin into the Margin, 
ovinci hich does not agree with the Engliſh in his 
gat Lei ext: Nor do I know where to find any ſuch 
me fei tin Sentence. | 

a Syn P. 8, 9. In 4 Spaniſh Council at Taragone, 
1d chen. 517.) we find it particularly provided, that 
of C-E"* Biſhops ſhould bring along with them to theſe 
ſelf fs ynoas, Presbyters from their Cathedral Churches, 
" h from the other Churches of their Dioceſes. 
om cal. T his 


ing 


p. 13. 


that to a Synod of Cloveſhoe in 803. beſides Bi- 
Rights, Sc. ſhops, Abbots, and Presbyters, Some few of a 


(30 
This is by no means fairly cited, becauſe the 
Biſhops were to bring with them on that occa- 
ſion not only Presbyters, but Lay-Men, or ſome | 
of the Secular Sons of the Church. And indeed 
his Arguments to prove inferiour Presbyters 
to have been a conſtituent and authoritative 
part of Provincial Synods, prove nothing, or 
prove too much, that both Deacons and even 
Lay-Men had the ſame Synodical Rights. For 
theſe were ſometimes call d, and more often 


admitted : But as Petitioners, N be 
Witneſſes, and ſuch like Miniſterial Arrend- - 


ants ;, not as Voters and Judges. I preſume 
Mr. A. himſelf means this, when he confeſſes, 


& 


Lower Order were admitted alſo to thoſe Synogical | t] 


Debates, according to the moderate and gentle Form | . 
of Church-Polity which obtain d in thoſe ir 


Times. 4 
P. 11. And tho” the chief Buſineſs of the Pro- 
Qtors of Chapters and Dioceſes, was to Petition h 

for the Redreſs of Grievances, under which they 


chiefly groan'd : Yet that they came from the very * 
beginning with larger Powers, appears from the 10 


Conſtitution of Reading lately cited, and from the 
ancient Forms of the Archbiſhop's Summonitory de 
Letters, which ran, Ad tractandum una Nobiſ- t 
cum, exattly as that Conſtitution preſcribes : An 
Inſtance of which I have ſeen in an old Regiſter 4s 
high as 18 E. 1. that is, eleven years after the 
Council of Reading was held. Note, I made 
no Animadverſion on this Paragraph, tho” it 
be ſo very faulty. The chief Buſineſs of Prottors 
could never be to Petition for the Redreſs of 
Grievances ; this was not the Cauſe but the Con- 

ſequence 


(31) 


ſequence of their coming : Their chief Buſineſs 


for which they were call'd, was to give Mony; 
and Petitions of Right and Eaſe were a proper, 
yet a contingent part of that Buſineſs. That 
they came from the beginning with larger Powers, 
does not appear from the Conſtitution of 
Reading, becauſe no ſuch Conſtitution was made 
at Reading: Nor does it appear from that 
Conſtitution at the end of Zyndwood, p. 25. b. 
Item præcipimus ut in proxima Congregatione, &c. 
becauſe the Powers there meant are not a ſpi- 
ritual Power of Ordaining Canons, but a civil 
Power of giving Mony. Nor can it be in- 
ferr'd from the antient Forms of the Archbiſhop's 
Summonitory Letters, which ran, Ad tractandum 
una Nobiſcum : . For this Clauſe was never in 
the Archbiſhop's Summonitory Letters, till the 
Lower Clergy were to be conven'd for the 
Occaſions of Taxing. Nor did the Phraſe 
then ſignify any larger Synodical Powers; for 
even the Archdeacon as well as the Archbiſhop, 
could uſe the Words in the ſame Senſe, when 
he calld a Rural Chapter of the Clergy 
to agree to the Demands of Contribution : 
And that as high as his own Inſtance of 18 E. r. 
when the Archdeacon of Cant. by Letters dated 
2 Non. Aug. 1290. wrote to the Rural Deans 


to cite all Abbots, Priors, Chapters, Conven- 


i tual Churches and Monaſteries, as alſo All and _— 


An ſingular ReQors and Vicars in their reſpective _ * 
ond Deaneries Comparere coram Nobis in Eccle- f. 27. b. 1 
f he ſia Chriſti Cant. in craſtino Nativ. B. Marie Virg. 
ide ſuper Articulis in Mandatis Domini Archi epiſcopi 
| It contentis NO BIS COA, (i. e. Archidiacono) 
07 WW TRACTATURI. Which Phraſe „I fay, 


was not meant by the AB. to give the Infe- 
rior 


De Con- 
cor 4. L 6, 
C. 24. 


0 32 ) 


rior Clergy any Spiritual Authority of debating 


and decreeing in Provincial Synods ; but it 
was meant of their temporal Power to diſpoſe 
of their own Property. And therefore the 
ſame Words of Citation could be uſed by an 


Inferior Ordinary in Summoning a leſs Con- 


vention of the Clergy, if it was to the ſame 


purpoſe of treating about the Ways and Means 
of Taxing themſelves. He 

To inſtance a little further, in that Part of 
the Second Chapter which. I before examin'd, 
I paſs'd by many Errors, to ſhew, that I was 


far from a needleſs Severity , and from a love | 


of Trifling. 


He begins wrong, Thus does our Right to theſe | 
Aſſemblies ſtand by the Law Eccleſiaſtical. When (5 
indeed that Right by the Law Eccleſiaſtical does 
not nom ſtand : It fell upon the Act of Submiſ- 


ſion; and without the King's Writ, there is 
no Law of our Church to convene a Synod. 
He himſelf is forc'd to drop the Eccleſiaſtical 
Law, and to reſolve the Right into our Civil 
Laws , the Law of the Land, which not only al- 
lows but commands ſuch Aſſemblies , ib. p. 28. 
But neither do I know of any ſuch commanding 
Law. Sure, there 1s no one older or later 


Statute, that limits or reſtrains the King's Pre- | 
rogative in calling National or Provincial Sy- 1 


nods. | 

P. 30. This General Convocation of the Spiri- 
tualty and Laity, was after by Pepin's Son Charles 
the Great, appointed to meet the Firſs of May. 
Whea yet this Appointment was made by Pe- 
pin himſelf, not by his Son Charles, as De Mar- 
ca owns in the Chapter, which Mr. A. had juſt 
before cited. 5 iþ 


(33) 


; Ib. p. 30. He gives a Relation out of Hincmar, 
l of the Conſtitution of Spiritual Aſſemblies in 
- Germany, by mutilating the Words, and Vio- 
C lating the Senſe of that Author. | 

1 P. 32. He gravely refers to a Charter of King 
4 Ina, paſſed conſentientibus omnibus Britannia Re- 
e gibus, &c. Monaſt. Vol. I. P. 14, 15. when in 
$ that Charter there be as many Signatures of a 


latter Invention, as can well be in any one piece 
of Forgery. So again, he appeals to 4 Paſſage 
in one of Ingulphus's Charters as very obſerva- 
ble, Fidelium infinita multitudine, qui omnes Re- 
gium Chirographum laudaverunt, Dignitates vero 
ſua nomina ſubſcripſerunt. Ingulf. p. 17. when, 
not to reject all the Charters of Ingulph, before 


U the time of King Edgar, as ſpurious : It is cer- Defence of 
nin, the Two Copies of that Charter in In- Bl. 
- FF gubph, and Malmsbury are ſo differing, that 3 
$ they both ſeem Tranſlations from the Saxon, and 

J. therefore noſuch Argument to be ſtrictly drawn 

a WW from the Latin words: Yet take the Latin to be 

il the Original, there is no reaſon for him to make 

- it bear relation both to the Lomer Clergy and Laity; 

8. For the Edeles might be only the Liege People: 

4 And the Dignitates are before-mention'd, to be 

er Archiepiſcopi, Epiſcopi, Reges , Abbates, Abba- 

&- I riſe, Duces, Comites, Procereſque totius Regni. No 
lower Dignified Clergy. 


P. 37. In the Sixth of King John, when the 
King had a mind to have all the Abbots and Priors 
preſent in Parliament, be was forced to cite them 
by the ſeveral Biſhops of the Dioceſes, and not by 
an immediate Summons. I cannot believe the 
King had a mind to have them All there, but 
uſt I ſuch a Few in compariſon as were his chief Te- 
* nents. And yet Mr. A. extends the Call much 
Iv: D fur- 


$ 
| 
| 
| 
( 
{ 


Dr. Hody 
of Convo- 
tions, p. 
267. 


Selden. 
Tit. Hon. 
B. 2. Ch. 5j. 
Set. 20. 


Eccleſ. 
Syn. p. 260. 


1 
further, p. 218. All the Conventual Abbots and 
Priors of the Dioceſe; that is, it may be, All thoſe 
of the Clergy below Biſhops, who might in this In- 


ance be ſummon'd to Parliament. Not except 
P 


Abbates & Priores can be rendred, All Prieſts 
and Deacons. A late learned Author has ob- 
ſerv'd, That the Words are too plain and expreſs 
to admit of that Conſtruction. Moſt certainly 
not: Tho Hiſtorians ſometimes mention only the 
Chief: Yet Writs of Summons are always exact, 
and can be underſtood no otherwiſe than according 
to the Letter. 


Nor indeed was their want of immediate || 
Summons any Force upon the King, as he is 
pleas'd to make it: But it might be his Royal | 
Will and Pleaſure. It was ſo at leaſt with Her. II.. 
when he dropp'd the immediate Summons to 
Archbiſhop Becket, and only commanded the | 


Sheriff of Kent to cite Him. 


P. 37. And in49 H. 3. when every Abbot had 


his diſtinct Writ, they are ſaid to have been volun- 


tarie Summoniti, 1. e. by their own conſent ; not 
as of Right, or as owing the Crown any ſuch Ser- 
VICE. 
would be a great Argument againſt him, as! 


have before intimated. But indeed when they 


If this ſaying of Mr. A. were true, it | 


had thoſe diſtin Writs in 49 H. 3. they were |#- 


not then ſaid to be voluntarie Summoniti. 
Expreſſion is indeed applied in a Reference to 
that Parliament, in a Writ near a hundred 
Years after, 26 E. 3. nor has it there the Senſe 
that Mr. A. imputes to it. 


P. 38. And ſometime; I find „that both the. 


Regal and Legantine Authority joyned in convening 
them, 1. e. Legatine Synods. And for this he 


bids us compare M. Par. p. 915. with the At 
nals 


This [# 
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nals of Burton. p. 355. But when we have com- 
par d them, aud all other Writers, we cannot 
find at this time a Legatine Council ſo conven'd 
by joint Authority of King and Legate. Ir 
is true, the Legate often promoted the King's 
[Intereſt in thoſe Synods, and was therefore the 
more allow'd and countenanc'd in holding of 


be them. But as to the convening Power, it was 
+, by the Legate, in Commiſſion from the Pope: 
Nor ſhould he have referr'd us to thoſe Two Tl. 15 


: the King at different Times and Places. 


al 
J. P. 39. The Numbers of the Lower Clergy cited 1255. 
o Þ£ by the Archbiſho to his Parliamentary Convocati- 


ons, had born ſome proportion all along to thoſe of 

the Lower Laity called at the ſame time to Par- 
laments, The Firſt Parliamentary Conventions 
of the Clergy are not to becall'd the Archbiſhop's, 
but the King's : The AB. had no more to do 
with the Præmunientes than any other Suffragan 
Biſhop: He obey'd the King in his own 
WDioceſe, without any concern for the reſt of 
he Province.— And the Premunitory Summons. 
Wherefore when firſt practiſed by this King, ſtill car- 
ed on the Parallel As if the Archbiſhop had 
Wired the Clergy to Parliament, before the King 
Nid it, as he elſewhere aſſerts, with no Shadow 
df Truth. 

Ib. Margin. A Mandate of Peckham in 1290. 
See bis Regiſter ) cited out of every Dioceſe duos 
el tres Procuratores, when the Commons Writ 
the ſame Tear ran, duos vel tres de diſcre- 
ortibus Militibus. But if you cannot ſee 
'ecxham's Regiſter, pray ſee the late History of 
2 Con- 


Authors, when they talk of Two different 4% after | 


Things: One of a Synod conven'd by Ruſtan- _ 


adus The Other of a Parliament conven'd by ds after 


} 
{ 
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Convocations, Part 3. p. 145. The Learned Au- 


thor of the Rights of Convoc ations, from à certain A 
Collection out of Peckham's Regiſter ,, which be il t 
made uſe of, mentions a Convocation. An. 1290, ; 


there be any ſuch thing in that Regiſter, 1! 
have ( I know not how ) overlook'd it, tho I have 
very diligently turned over that ancient and very 
valuable Volume no leſs than Three ſeveral times, 
that ſo nothing relating to this Argument might 
eſcape Me : And once I have look'd it over on pur- 
poſe to find out that place, but was not ſo lucky 


Theſe I hope are Inſtances enough, that I 
did not ſo unmercifully preſs upon that Wri- | 
ter: I corrected very many of his Faults, but q 
I left, it ſeems, very many uncorrected. I 


have glear'd ſomewhat, and Others will pick y WW ;« 
more. Thoſe who wiſh things true, may long es, 
believe them ſo : But the time will come, when Ch 


Men who look at all into Hiſtories and Records, IM zz; 
muſt honeſtly confeſs, that no one Book (of hi 
late Years) has been wrote for any Cauſe, ſo fta 
very full of Miſtakes, as That entitled, The 
Rights, Powers, and Privileges of an Engliſh | 
Convocation. $ 

III. You tell me of another Objection, that 
I did not fo much expect, and do not value 
the Force of it. It is, that I have offered m 
Book with the more becoming Aſſurance, becauſe ti | 
Reports and Authorities in it, are not the Fruits 0 ¶ wa 
other Mens Collections, but the immediate effect / co 
my own ſearches into Regiſters and Records. I ind 
don't know, why this ſhould give Offence: That ¶ ons 
Mr. As Firſt Edition was the putting other Mens Wl wir 
Materials together, may be his Excuſe as it was I any 


his Neceſſity. That I took not the ſame wa): I it u 
hs 
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„zs evident not only to my Friends, but I hope to 
All Readers. That I have my ſelf ſearch'd in- 
to the principal Regiſters and Records, is no 
way of Boaſting. That in all the material Points, 
| have not relied upon any Authorities but 
Original, will upon comparing beſt appear. And 


7) WW where I truſted to Others Collections, it was to 
e, Men of Fidelity and Experience, and I was 
r ready to own the Civility, and my Obligations 
> | 


for it; as p. 275. I was very cautious of citing 
any Manuſcript, without conſulting of it: And 
therefore I did not charge Mr. A. with a falſe 
and abſurd Qnotation from the Author of Eu- 
logium, becauſe I did not pretend to have look d 
into it. If 1 had fo, it ſeems I ſhould have 
found Mr. As way of Reading incredibly per- 


hen BY Churches in England. See the Author of A 

rs, BY Hiſtory of Convocations , who thought himſelf it. of 
Co BY ged to take notice of this very conſiderable Mi- Convocar. 
, ſo ſtake. | | ** 
5 Mr. A may perhaps plead, that he relied on 


ö the Authority of Mr. Selden : Mr. Selden did 
give him theſe words with a different Number, 
but not this Senſe of them: He underſtood it 


alu! of Churches, not of Knights Fees in them. 

i WF V. But it muſt be another Objection, it 
n ſeems, that I have wrote in a poſitive, aſſerting 
x5 0 way, and have not cited ſufficient Authorities 
ft of to ſupport my new ſtating of the Caſe. I did 
; * indeed avoid induſtriouſly the Pomp of Citati- 


ons: I could not endure to ſwell the Margin 


Mens BY with References, nor to multiply Inſtances in 
t Was any matter clear enough without them. Becauſe 
Way: Nit was too eaſy to do ſo ; and becauſe I doubt- 


D 3 ed 


verſe, 4711. Knights Fees in Parochial Church- Rights, &e. 
es, when it was meant of ſo many Parochial p. 296. 
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ed ſome One or other would have upbraided 
Me with the vanity of it. I remembred how 
Mr. A. had been ſomewhat rude in calling his 
Adverſary a Second-hand Writer, in charging 
him with a Series of long, flat, impertinent Ac- 
counts, and deriding him for the everlaſting Ma. 
gaxtine, his Common Place-Book. And to lay in 
a Jeſt upon Dr. Wake's more Elaborate way of 
treating on this Subject, he would not have him 
Pref. to ſpare his learned Collections, or hide any Part of 
2d Ed. p. that precious Treaſure, which his Friends have du; 
xy. out of the Mines of Church Regifters for Hin. 
Nay, and to make any other Writer as Modeſt 
upon this Argument, He does before-hand warn 
the Reader, not to be dazzled with any future Per- 
formance of this kind , that ſhall endeavour to 
recommend it ſelf by a ſecming Shew of Great 
Pref. p. Reading, and of a deep Inſight into Records and 
xxxVl» Regiſters : For where there are ſo many Hands at 
Command, this Knowledge is eaſy to be come at. 
When Mr. A. had ſo expreſly torbid the uſe of 
theſe Weapons, it had been ſcarce farr to have 
drawn out too many of them. And when he 
took ſuch a liberty of ſcoffing at Authorities, 
both after and before they were produc'd ; it 
was a proper Caution in Me to be the more 
ſparing of References and Quotations, for fear 
I ſhould have been dreadfully rebuk'd for tt 
Tediouſneſs or for the Oſtentation of en. 
Yet for all that, 1 have neither amended bi 
i Miſtakes, nor advanc'd any different Sentiments, 
4 without expreſs, and (I hope) pertinent Autho- 
4 rities for ſo doing: Such Authorities at leaſt, 
as have, I dare ſay, in Weight, whatever the) 
may ſeem to want in Number : However, | 
can readily produce more Evidence, as ona ſh 
EDD, | FOOTE «- 2, OS FEE 4 
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ſhall be Occaſion for it; and ſome ſuch occaſion 
may quickly offer. 1 ought in the mean time 
to acknowledge a numeral Miſtake of the 
preſs in referring to Peckham's Regiſter. Ec- 
cleſ. Synods, &c. p. 134. the Quotation is put 
fol. 4. for 59. and again p. 157. fol. 8. for 83. 


4 V. Youare pleas'd to tell Me farther, It is 
of an Objection in ſome Mouths, that 7 ſeem to 
him WW flatter the Biſhop of Sarum, and make a particu- 
t lar Court to Him : It to vindicate a Prelate of 
du the Church from the rudeſt Reflexions ; and 
lin. even to juſtify our Reformation, by defending his 
leſt Lordſhip's Hiſtory of It from thoſe Exceptions 


that were indeed Calumnies, and could be 
grateful to None but to the common Enemy: 
If this be to court and flatter ; why then I 
meant however nothing but Sincerity and Truth. 
I know myſelf incapable of ſome ſort of Ce- 
remonies; and I have that Opinion of his 
Lordſhips Experience in the World, as to think 
He would not value any Man the more for 
his Officious Addreſſes to Him. I am ſenſible 
that conſidering my Relation to his Lordſhip 
as my Dioceſan, my fault has rather beea on 
the ruder fide : I have not paid thoſe Atten- 
dances, nor ask'd thoſe Advices, to which by 
Duty and Decency I was more oblig'd. And 
ſure I am, I never put his Lordſhip upon ob- 
taining any favour for Me by his Intereſt in 
the Governors of Church or State. I had 
neither Merit nor Face to create his Lordſhip 
ſuch a tronble. But if without ſeeking, 1 had 
heard of his Lordſhip's endeavours to ſerve Me, 
! would really have made it a tender Part of 
Conſcience, to have been reſpectful to his Lord- 
ſhip's Character and Perſon. Nor ſhould his 
D 4 Lord- 


Biſbcp of 


Sarum's 
Nel. 
P-. 2+ 
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Lordſhip have reaſon to reprove Me, as I pre. 
ſume he has juſtly done Another; when ma- 
king ſome proper Reflexions on a Book (which 
the Writer has fince own'd) He ſpeaks thus 
of the reputed Author; The Scorn with which he 
treats my ſelf, and the Malice that be pe ot 
upon me in ſuch a copious manner, are things that 
I can very e fily bear, I have been long accuſtom'd 
to them, chiefly from ſome Men of one ſort. If 
Fame fixes this Book to the true Author, I had 
no reaſon to look for ſuch treatment from him 
unleſs the unſucceſsfulneſs of my Attempts to ſerve | 
Him, though managed by Me with much care and 
zeal, oftner than once, do paſs with him for ſo 
eat an Injury, that upon it be thinks every thing 
may be juſtified, that he can write againſt Me, &c, 
It is poſſible for ſome Men to forget an Obli - 
gation, and by degrees to deny it, and even 
to perſiſt in the denial, when their Memory 
ſhall be admoniſh'd, and their Conſcience call'd 
upon by Witneſſes Alive and preſent. Let 
Mr. A Anſwer one Remembrancer, if he tells 
a ſevere Truth. The Author of The Principle: 
of Mr. Atterbury*s Book conſidered, Pref. p. xviii. Þ 
“ He can't but remember that he former- 

© Iy made his Applications more than once 
& to that Biſhop. I mention this the more 
© freely, becauſe my Lord of S. has ſpok: 
* of it often, and publickly enough. One of 
* his Requeſts was, That his Lordſhip would 
*c uſe his Intereſt to promote him into the Fa- 
% mily of a Noble Lord: The preſent Biſhop 
* of Chichefter is a Witneſs to this. The Bi- 
“ ſhop of S. uſed his Endeavours in his behalf, 
'+ but that Lord was unfortunately pre-enge- 
c n 
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« ped, or elſe tis not improbable that Mr. A. 
« might have been happily Advanced, accord- 
« ing to his Deſire in an Honourable Family. 

« [ ſhall omit the Requeſts Mr. A. made to 
“the Biſhop, while her late Bleſſed Majeſty 
« and Archbiſhop Tillotſon were Living, and 
« how much he was prevailed with to re- 
« commend him to their Care. I am not ſa- 
« tisfied but Mr. A. will find Evaſions to de- 
« ny all this, now thoſe Evidences againſt him 
« are in Heaven; but his preſent Grace of 
« Canterbury is a living Evidence of the Ser- 
« yice the Biſhop endeavour'd to do him, u 
« on his ſending for him out of the Houſe of 
« Lords to deſire his Favour, and that he 
« would uſe his Intereſt with his Grace for 
„ him, and how hearty and ſincere he was at 
« that very Inſtant in his Behalf. One of the 
« Prebends Mr. A. had then fix'd his Eye up- 
“ on, would probably have detain'd him from 
« ſearching Records: And a Dignity in the 
“Church of Weſtminſter would, in all likeli- 
« hood, have prevented his croſſing the Water 
e to the Regiſters at Lambeth. 

« But theſe are ungrateful Truths; and they 
had not been made publick, had not Mr. A. 
<« piven it out, that he had never ask'd any 
« Favours of the Biſhop of S. and had he not 
* ſpoke ſo ſlightingly and contemptibly in his 
Book, of the Obligations his Lordſbip had laid 
* upon him. 5 

I am not concern'd for any Perſonal Prejudices, 
but for pure Charity and juſtice. Idid confeſs,that 
] had often wandred, * how there ever came in a 
** Party within our own Church, who made it 
their Buſipeſs and their Pleaſure, to fepertiaee 

| ** thole 
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«thoſe Volumes of the Hiſtory of the Reforma- 
e tion, as if they wete afraid or unwilling our 
Church ſhould be juſtified in her Separation 
from the Church of Rome. And I wondred 
more there ſhould be ſtill the ſame Spirit of 
c Detraction, to find Work and Weapons for 
* the common Enemy, when his Lordſhip had 
* outliv'd the Prejudice of former Reigns, and 
* had done as much for the Intereſt of the Na- 
tion, and the Eſtabliſhment of the Church, 
« as any one Engliſh Subject. This is all that 
took occaſion to ſay, in return to ſo many 
Slights and Reproaches caſt upon that worthy | 
Prelate, by one of inferiour Order in the fame | 
Epiſcopal Church, over and over in the moſt in- 
{ulting manner. v7 _ 
I gavea tew Inſtances, where Mr. A. had in- 
veigh'd againſt ſome pretended Miſtakes of 
his Lordſhip, when the real Miſtake was all his 
own. And l could have added many Other, but 
that my Deſign was to take them in their order, 
as they lay diſpos'd in each Chapter. By the 
Senſe and Experience I have had of his Lord- 
ſhip's Candor, I know he would be thankful co 
any Perſon, who ſhould freely direct him to 
any of thoſe Errors that were unavoidable in 
ſuch a Work, at ſuch a time. But thoſe who con- 
ſider and allow, muſt rather admire, there was 
not a greater Imperfection. We have treaſon to 
hope and expect, that his Lordſhip will reviſe 
thoſe uſeful Volumes, and give us ſuch Amend- 
ments and Additions, as may illuſtrate the Sub- 
ject and eſtabliſh the Authority of them. To 
which purpoſe I am confident, all fair Advices 
of Error and incidental Lapſe, will be grateful 
to his Lordſhip, as well as ſerviceable to = 
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good Deſigns. But then to turn the private 
Admonition into a publick Arraignment ; to ob- 
jet with Clamour all the appearances of Hu- 
mane Infirmity; to upbraid, oppreſs, and tri- 
umph, with repeated charge of Scandal : And 
this, where the Faults were ſo inconſiderable, 
as not to affect the Cauſe; nay and often the 
Articles ſo falſe, as to turn all on the Accuſer's 
Head : This cannot be an Office of Religion 
or good Manners. 

If 1 proſecute the Examination of Mr. A.'s 
Book, I ſhall prove, that he might have ſpar'd 
many of thoſe abounding Refxxtions on my 
Lord of Sarum's Hiſtory , as very frivolous or 
very falſe. And, what from another Hand 
would pleaſe Mr. A. I ſhall inform him, that 
he might have took ſome Advantages, which 
in goodneſs of Nature or ſome other Reaſon 
have eſcap'd him; even in thoſe places where 
he ſtop'd, and would have hit off the fault, if 
he had had any Senſe of it. For one Example 
(by his Lordſhip's candid Suggeſtion to me) 
in the Caſe of the King's Marriage with the 
Relict of his Brother, argued in the Upper 
Houſe of Convocation, Arno 1529. my Lord 
of Sarum has given this Account of it. In the Fits. Refs 
Upper Houſe it was long debated, Stokeſley Biſhop vol. 1. 
of London argued for the Affirmative, and Fiſher p. 129. 
Biſhop of Rocheſter for the Negative. The Opi- h 
nions of 19 Univerſities were read for it, and the 
one Houſe being as Full, asthe other was Empty, 
216 being 2 either in Perſon or by Proxy, it 
was carried in the Affirmative, Nemine Contra- 


es dicente. Mr. A. is very deſirous to expoſe this % & 

Gas x Rights, &c. 
ul Relation, and yet could not ſee the only Error 2 Ed. p. 
7 of it, which was indeed the making 19 Uni- 54, 55. 


verſities 
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verſities inſtead of 19 diſſenting Members. Hi 
Lordfhip took the Account from Antiq. Britan. 
Edit. Hanov. p. 327, 328. In ſuperiori autem 
Patrum Convent, in quo Bononienſis, Patavi- 
nenſis, Pariſienſis, aliarumq; Univerſitatum de ea 
Queſtione judicia recitata ſunt, Controverſia in- 
ter Stokeſleium Londinenſem & Fiſherum Rof- 
fenſem Epiſcopos aliquandin mota, ab omnibus Pa- 
tribus, qui ducenti ſexdecem Perſonaliter vel per 
Procuratores interfuerunt, preterquam a 19 Uni- 
verſtatum predictarum ſententiis aſſenſum eſt. 
Here *tis poſlible his Lordſhip in his Notes had 
took it præterea for præterquam, and then it was 
congruous to apply the Number of 19. to the 
ſubſequent Univerſities, which did indeed be- 
long to the preceding Perſons. The latter Num- 
ber (as well as the fir# ) ſhould have been 
printed not in a Figure, but a word at length; 
and then it had been eaſily apprehended —— 
Ab omnibus Patribus, qui ducenti ſexdecim Perſona- 
liter vel per Procuratores mterfuerunt, preterquam 
a novendecim, Univer ſnatum predictarum ſententiis 
aſſenſum eſt. 1. e. As to the invalidity of the 
Marriage, the Prelates who were in Perſon or 
by Proxy Two hundred and Sixteen, did All 
excepting Nineteen, agree to the Opinions 
of the Univerſities before mention'd. Mr. A. 
would gladly in ſome meaſure have accounted 
for this difficuly;, yet overlooks the principal 
Error, nay and confirms it by tranſcribing the 
faulty Reading into his Margin: Preterquam 
4 19 Univerſitatum predictarum ſententiis aſſen- 
tum eſt : Wherein he (or the Printer) ſtill 
makes the Reading more faulty, by putting 
no ſtop after the Nameral Figure, and ſo con- 
necting it more abſolutely to the word Uni- 

ver ſitatum, 


not yet thought of: that there were but 14 Com- 
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verſitatum, from which a full Point might be- 
fore ſeem to divide it. For the Biſhop of Sa- 
rum to have miſtook in this matter, was ex- 
cuſable, if He ſaw no other Reading, nor the 
Manuſcript Records to correct it. But for 
Mr. A. who had much clearer Evidence, to be 
{till in the Dark, and ſo make the ſame ſtum- 
ble, even where he ſaw and complain'd of a 
falſe Step, this cannot be defended. Mr. A. 
ſuſpected the difficulty might be founded on a Nu- 
meral miſtake of Joſceline, or of the Tranſcriber Rigbts, &c. 
or Printer of his Copy. He wonders, there p. 55+ 
ſhould be mention of 19 Univerſities, when the 
determinations of only abour 7 of them were pro- 
duc d. He was ſenſible that 19 Perſons indeed 
were both in the Acts and Inſtrument ſpoken of 
as diſſenting from the reſt. And yet he takes 
it ſtill for granted, That it was carried for the 
Crown by 216.1. e. by the whole Upper- Houſe : Ib. p. 53; 
And never thinking of the 19 No's, he only 
dreams that the 19 was a number laid hold o 
the Writer, and careleſly apply d to ſomething that Ib. p. 56. 
it did not belong to. And what makes the Ig- 
norance leſs excuſable, he prints the very In- 
ſtrument in his Appendix, where the Voices of 24 Edit. 
197 Aſſenting, with 19 Diſſenting, makes up 22% P. 
the very Number of Joſceline, 216 Members, R 
without any reference to the Univerſities. 

In the Report of this very Caſe, Mr. A. 
has run out into many other Abſurdities, for 
which the Biſhop of Sarum gave him no Pre- 
cedent : As that the Upper-houſe amounted to ſe- | 
veral Hundreds in Number, out of which 216 Ib. P. 54 
were got to do the King's buſineſs at a Critical 
Juncture, for fear of a diſſolution of Monaſteries, 


pliers 


(46) 
pliers in the Lower-houſe ;, and that the reſt were 
out of the reach either of the Awe or Bribes of a 
Court; whereas the Compliers in the Lower- 
houſe were many more than the Diſſenters, and 
they comply'd too (for ought we know) out of 
Conſcience, not out of Courtſhip. He has more of 
the like incoherence and confuſion which ſhall be 
hereafter ſet right; I only obſerv'd this to prove, 
That Mr. A. in his Cenſures upon the Bp. of Sa- 
rum, Catches at faults in appearance, when he 
cannot diſcern thoſe that are more vilible ; 
but repeats a conſiderable Error, and makes it 
greater, when he makes it his Own. And this 
too, when he ſaw there muſt be a Miſtake, 
and produc'd the very Record of Correction, 
without application of it. Let Chriſtian Wri- 
ters learn Charity and Mutual Forbearance. 

VI. You are come now, I find, to the Laſt 
Objection: Which pleaſes me the better, not 
only as the Lat, but as that which is moſt 
inoffenſive, or rather moſt agreeable to Me. It 
is, That 1 do not differ ſo much from Mr. A. as 
the World imagines; but have ſatisfied all reaſon- 
able Men by ſufficiently aſſerting thoſe Rights of 
the Church, and thoſe Privileges of the Clergy, 
which the Author contended for. This Acknow- 
ledgment is indeed a Juſtice done to Me: For 
I did not engage in the Controverſy out of 
any diſaffection to Mr. A. nor any Love of Op- 
poſition ; but, if poſſible, to ſtate the Matter 
fair, and to let People underſtand One Ano- 
ther; that ſo the riſing Ferment might be 
gently allayed, and all the Members of our 
Church be reſtor'd to a good even Temper. 
With theſe Delires I did not in any one thing 
diſagree with Mr. A. for the ſake- of diſagree- 
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ment, but for the ſake of Truth and ſeaſonable 
Peace. I was chiefly griev'd, That Mr. A. had 
labour'd to create prejudice without Cauſe : And pccaeſ.syy. 
to make Parties, when there was little or no dif- p. 93. 
ference between them. 1 complaia'd, That he 
would ſeem to put Us at an irreconcilable di- 
ſtance, when the Queſtion between Us would lay in 
4 very ſhort compaſs. And therefore for the moſt 
amicable Method, I took the Abſtract of his 
whole Book, as he himſelf had drawn it to- 
gether in the laſt Leaf; where he ſays, the ref. a Ra. 
Points upon which the whole diſpute turns, are all p. xxxyvi. 
ſumm d up. I went twice over all theſe Heads, 
and agreed to as many of them, as Law 
and Reaſon could poſlibly allow ; and diſſent- 
ed in ſome few other, with as muck tenderneſs 
and moderation, as I could my ſelf delire or 
wiſh from any One of different Perſuaſion. But 
indeed that Abridgment of the Diſpute, which 
Mr. 4. has there given, does not extend to all 
the particular Debates. There be greater 
It points of Controverſy maintain'd in his Book, 
which are not mention'd in that Abſtract of it. 
But however, in All Points, | have determin'd, 
(I think) alway on the Church-ſide ; As to the 
Original Powers of the Church inhereat to the 
© Chriſtian Society: As to the Neceſlity of Ec- 
cleſiaſtical Synods diſtin& from Mixt Councils: 
As to the Lawfulneſs of Engliſu Synods inde- 
pendent on the Time and Place of Parlia- 
ments; and even in Caſes of Neceffity indepen- . 
dent on the Civil Power: As to a leſs Harangue, 5 
upon the Statute of Submiſſion, not magnify ing 
the perpetual and indiſpenſable Obligation of 1 
it; rot denying to 'ask or ſo much as to wiſh its 1 
Repeal, or at leaſt its Mitigation: As not oh- 1 
truding 


(45) | 
truding the Doctrine of Attendance upon thi 
Lords and Commons: And yet, as being mort 
tender of the good Old Parliamentary Right 
of the Inferior Clergy, and wiſhing them til 
in Convocation a Parliamentary Body to more Re. 
ſpects and to better Purpoſes, than Mr. A. bad thi 
Courage, or the good Mill to make them. Who 


Eccleſ. n. 
P- 99» 


has indeed dropp'd and deſpis'd the Old Con. 


Mitution, as altred and fit to be altred, and the 
G Parliamentary Intere5t of the Lower Clergy re- 
duc d to Matters Eccleſiaſtical, and has made a 
bold Declaration, that could never become 2 
private Member of the Church, much leſs One 
that ſerves at her Altar: I is ſo far from being 
in my Intention, that it is not in my VViſhes, to 
ſet up a Plea for any of thoſe old Privileges and 
Preheminences of the Clergy, which are long ſince 
Dead and Buried; and which, I think, ought never 
to be reviv d, even for the ſake of the Clergy them- 
ſelves, who have thriven beſt always under aCom- 
petency of Power, and Moderate Pretences. 

In ſhort, as to the Opinions diſpers'd in that 
Author's Book : I have condemn'd none, but 
where they plainly ruck at the Conſtitution 
and the Intereſt of this Church and Nation. 
And as to the Points ſumm'd up at the End 
of his Book, I have indeed explain'd ſome of 
*em to a ſofter, and I hope a truer Senſe : But 
I have deny'd or rather queſtion'd Two only of 
'em. 1. That a Convocation may enter into Syno- 


Rights, & 
P. 351. 


Rights, &c. 
P. 64. 


dical Debates, and come to Reſolutions without 4 
| Royal Licenſe ;, © becauſe our Reformed Fore- 
<< fathers did never (that I know) reſolve or 
« ſo much as debate of Canons and Conſtituti- 
4 ons, without the Sovereign Supremacy to go 
<« before them and protect them: And * 

ce there 
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« there is a ſevere Act of Submiſſion; with a 

« dreadful Penalty on the violation of it : 

« And becauſe that Act may not be alway in- 

« terpreted in favour of the Clergy; and if 

« they ſhould but ſeem tor exceed the bounds 

« of it, they may be one time or other caught 

« in ſome Snare, which it is more prudent to 

« ayoid.; till ſuch a fatal neceſſity ſhall come, l, 

« as may juſtify their Meeting and Acting to N 282 

« preſerve Religion in ſpite of perſecuting B 

« Powers. In the mean time, when they have. 

« 2 Licenſe in courſe for all great Occaſions, 

« and may poſlibly obtain a Licenſe upon any 

« other occaſion at their own Requeſt : What 

« need they diſpute a Right to what a good 

« Prince will always grant; and when after 

« all, without ſuch: a Grant, the higheſt Pre- 

“ tenders would be afraid to exerciſe that 

« Right ? 2. I did further queſtion, whither 

the Lords and Commons had a Right of being at- 

tended by the Lower Clergy , if he mean a conti- 

nual and unintermitted Attendance on them: 

For this looks rather like a Badge of Depen- 

dence and Retinue; which no Act has yet 1 

upon us; no Parliament has yet demande 

from us; and therefore we need not yet hum- 

bly ſue for it. I have own'd, © That the Lords 

* and Commons may have a Right to Convo- 

* cations ready to attend their Parliament; 

Land within Call to conſult. and reſolve upon ga 

* any Occaſional Matters of Faith and Wor- Synode. 

* ſhip : But not ſuch a Right, that the Lower pP. oi. 

** Clergy muſt be alway in actual Attendance, 

concurrent with every daily Seſſions, not 

'* otherwiſe to be Prorogu'd by their own Pre- 

ident, nor by the King,; Becauſe abating 
I" from 
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u from Prerogative Royal and Archiepiſcopal Au- 
&« thority, this is not for the Liberty of a Con- 
cc yocation to allow, nor has it been ever the 
te Judgment of the two Houſes of Parliament 
« to deſire. If I find it neceſſary to proſecute 
this Subject, I ſhall ſettle theſe two Points be- 
yond all poſſibility of Doubt or reaſonable Ex- 
ception. But then too, I ſhall allalong remem- 
ber to join heartily with Dr. A. for all legal 
Rights of an Engliſh Convocation ; for all neceſ- 
ſary or expedient Powers of the Church; and for 
all cuſtomary Privileges of the Clergy. That 
we may be on the guard againſt our common 


Adverſaries; and not open a Paſs to any oppo- iſ 
ſite Army, while we are skirmiſhing in our own if 
Camp. Do not let us gratifie the Eraſtians, 
the Papiſts, the Aſſembly-Men, nor any other iſ 
Party, who would be glad to ſee us loſe our 
Eſtabliſhment, by diſputing about the Conſtirution Þ 


of it. 


I was in hopes, Sir, You had done. But i 
You give Me another Letter of ſome Paſſages 


in my Book, that You think may have given 
more immediate Offence. 

As p. 96. If the Lower-Honſe has ſuch indi- 
pending Rights, how come they to want the Right of 
Adjourning themſelves ? Truly, I ſpoke this, 
without any knowledge of the conſequence of 
Things, or of the intention of Perſons. | 
thought all the Acts of former Convocation 
prov'd it; I had heard the oldeſt Members own 
it; and I believ'd all Writers would agree in 
it; becauſe I did not find, that Mr. A. himſelt 
had yet denied it. True, in ſome former 
Uſurpations upon juſt Authority, Men put in 
their Claims, not at once, but by degrees; 5 

| only 
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only, becauſe it was a ſofter way to go ſtep by 
ſtep ; but becauſe indeed they did not know 
their own Mind, how far they would propoſe 
to go. Every new Grant might encourage to 
a new Requeſt; ſo as they might begin, and 
afterwards enquire where to end. But as to the 
preſent Matter, I concetv'd the Archbiſhop by 
the Cuſtom of our Oma, and by the Nature of 
All Provincial Aſſemblies , to be Preſident of 
the whole Convocation, one Body diſtinguiſh'd 
into Two Houſes. I never met with the Sy- 
nodical uſe of the word Adjourn ; I thought all 
the power of Continuing and Proroguing was in 
the Preſident , or thoſe commiſſion'd by him, 
to be exerted at diſcretion, by declaring or 
intimating to the Lower-Houſe. The Caſe ap- 
pear d to be ſo from all the ExtraQs that Mr. A. 
himſelf had given from the Journals of Con- 
vocation ; as eſpecially in that, which opened 


the Reformation 1532. 24 H. 8. and in that, W 
which moſt ſetled the Reformation, 1562. p. 543. 


4 Eliz. and in another, that did more than or- 2 Edit. p. 
dinary Buſineſs, 1586. 28, 29 Eliz. In all which 407. 
| thought it plain enough, that as to the conti- Adder. 0 
mance or diſcontinuance of the ſeveral Seſſions, * — 
It was All in the Name, and by the Authority 
of the Preſident or his Commiſſioners; and the 
Prolocutor at moſt did but intimate or make 
known the Orders He receiv'd. By All that 
ſtands upon Record, the Lower-Houſe of Con- 
vocation were ſo far from claiming an Original 
Right to continue or adjourn themſelves ; that 
they thought it no intereſt to deſire ſuch a 
Privilege: For if it could ever have been zew- 
H obtain'd, it muſt have been (by former Prin- 
ciples) with intire deference to the Archbiſhop's 

E 2 power 
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Power of Prorogation : And if fo, a Right of 
Adjourning had ſignified fo very little, that it 
was not worth diſputing. 

But poſſibly, if the practice of ſeparate Ad- 
journing had been allow'd, the Archbiſhoy's 
Authority of intermediate Prorogations might 
be ſoon deny'd. His Grace ſhould only execute 
the King's Writs of Proroguing, as of Diſſolv- 
ing, at the end of a Seſſions : And this as M. 


niſter of the Civil Power; not as Preſident of 


the ſacred Synod. This would have been ſuch 
a Violation upen the very Nature of a Synod, 
and the Liberties of a Church, that I know of 


no One in all our latter Ages, who ever wrote 


or ſpoke of it. I believe; if any one of the 
inferior Clergy ſhould have urg'd it as an Expe- 
dient or a Safe Privilege, that the Lower-Houſe 
ſhould have ſuch an independent Power, and a 
free exerciſe of it; yet the Body of the Eng- 
liſh Clergy would not only have conlidered, 
that Matter of Expedience is one thing, and 
Matter of Right another: But they would have 
conſidered 2 whither ſuch Pretences 
might not weaken the Government of the 
Church, and make it (if poſſible) more ſub- 
ject to the State ; or at leaſt might not divide 
the Presbyters from their Biſhops, and alienate 
the People from Both; till the New Expedien 
might poſſibly end in Breach of Unity, and fal 
occaſions of further Separation. 

For if the Lower-Houſe can have any Plea 
to a ſeparate Right of Adjourning without and 
againſt the Preſident: The Upper-Houſe might 
as well inſiſt upon the Right. It is true; they 
never did ſo : But if there was any Right, there 
would be at leaft an equal Title to it; * 

5 
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Prelates might as well (at leaſt) act with indepen- 
dence on their Metropolitan, as the Inferior Cler- 
gy. And where then would be the Centre of Uni- 
ty, or the Conſtitution of Provincial Synods ? 
Nay, granting a ſeparate Power in the Lower- 
Houſe ; the Prelates would have a ſurer Claim 
to the ſame Power; becauſe their Character 
does inveſt them with the Authority of impo- 
ſing ſpiritual Cenſures; in which Authority all 


Synodical Acts are founded, and by which they 


muſt be enforc'd : Whereas the Lower Clergy 
having no ſuch Authority in themſelves, can- 
not exerciſe any Power that muſt depend up- 
on it. What coercive Authority have the 
Lower-Houſe over their own Members, with- 
out Complaint and Appeal to the Preſident and 
his Suffragans ? Can they inflict any civil Cen- 
ſure on them, of Cuſtody, Commitment, G.? 
They would break all the Nature of a Synod 
by pretending to temporal Penalties. Can 
they impoſe any Eccleſiaſtical Cenſure? Can 
they ſuſpend, deprive, or excommunicate ? 
Not while our Church is an Epiſcopal Church. 
And therefore to claim a Right wichout any 
Remedy, and to aſſert a Power with no means 
to enforce it: This is not agreeable to any 
Laws or Rules of Policy. Men that look back 
01 the Diſcipline of Primitive Chriltianity, are 
very ſenſible , that the Government of the 
Church was alway with the Power of the Keys : 
And for this reaſon, the Authority of all ſort 
of Synods, was in their Hands Alone, who 
could exclude from and readmit to, the Com- 
munion of the Church ; and they were the Bi- 
ſhops, not the Presbyters. 
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I believe indeed, Moſt Men of Senſe and 
Reading are conſcious, that a Lower-Houſe of 
Engliſh Convocation as Part of a Synod, can 
have no ſuch diſtin Powers; but yet, they 
may have them as a Parliamentary Aſſembly. 
This Notion will be hereafter prov'd to be very 
falſe. But at preſent, 1 only ask, Do's the 
Lower-Houſe of Convocation fit in any other 
Capacity, than the Upper-Houſe of Convoca- 
tion ? And do's the Upper-Houſe fit as a Part 
of Parliament ? Have their Lordſhips a double 
Seat in Parliament, one with the Lords Tem- 
poral, and another by themſelves ? Are they 
a Parliamentary Body (ſuppoſe) in FJeruſalem 
Chamber, as well as in the Houſe of Lords? 
Abſurdities require no Anſwer. 

As to any particular Authorities from Jour- 
nals, or the Minutes of them, that may be 
offered to ſupport the Cauſe on either fide: They 
are, and ought to be, reſerv'd to a more full 
Examination: When l preſume it may appear, 
That all the References made to a Preſcription 
of Adjournment in the Lower-Houſe, are by 
Collation and Inference found to be pure Mi- 
ſtakes: And that the Anſwers given to them 
may be ſo fair and evident, as to admit of no 
Reply. 

For a word or two at preſent. 1. That Forn 
or Deſcription of holding a Convocation, which 
from Ancient Uſage was drawn up for a con- 
tinued Pattern to our Reformed Church, that 
Publick Form does ſpeak of the continuance and 
intermiſſion of Sittings in the Lower-Houſe, as 


Se? Rights, depending intermediately on the Metropolitan, 


and finally on the Prince. Et ſtatim idem Reve- 
rendiſſimus Anglice ( fs placeat ) exponere ſolet ul. 
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terius beneplacitum ſuum, hortando Clerum ut de 

rebus communibus que reformatione indigeant con- 

ſultent & reſerant DIESTATUTO. Ac 

ad hunc modum de Seſſione in Seſſionem continuabi- 

tur Convocatio, quamain expedire videbitur, ac do- 

nec de eadem diſſolvenda Breve Regium eidem Re- 
verendiſſimo preſentetur. 2. The Archbiſhop's 

Power of appointing the ſucceſlive places of 

Sitting for the Lower-Houſe of Convacation, 

does include an equal Power of appointing the 3, f. 
ſucceſſive Times of Sitting: For He could not * 
command their Appearance here or there, it Matth. 
he could not command their Seaſons of Appear- Archiepo 
ing. That the Preſident has ſuch a Power of Cant. Dat. 
fixing or moving the Place of Seſſions, is ex- = — 
preſs'd in the very Royal Writ of Summons, by 3 
which the Archbiſhop is to call the Clergy of roli 1Wil- 
his Province to appear before Himſelf, in Eccle- lielmo 

ſia Cathedrali S. Pauli London vel ALIB I prout - —_— 
melius expedire videritis cum omni celeritate accom- p 5 1 
moda. And accordingly the Archbiſhops have ec. 

all along remov'd the Place of Aſſembling from Mandatum 
S. Paul's to Weſtminſter, to Lambeth, or to any 8 
other Station, as they thought expedient, with 2 
advice of their Suffragans ; not with any con- Edmundo 
{ent of the Inferior Clergy, expreſly ask d or Lond. Epiſ 
given, 3. In profeſs'd Claim and actual Exer- c9p0. 
ciſe of this Right, the Archbiſhaps of Canter-27 uh 
bury in their Mandates to the Biſhop of London 4 xr 
for convening the other Biſhops and Clergy of Willielmi 
the whole Province, toak care to aſſert their Arcbiepiſ. 
due Authority of altring the Place and Time of Cant. Gu- 
Sitting, as they ſhould upon occaſion ſee fit and lielmo 


proper Compareant coram Nobis aut noſtro — 
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in hac parte locum tenente ſive Commiſſario (ſi Nos 22 Feb. 
mmpediri contigerit) in Eccleſia Cathedrals D. Pauli 1639. &c 
e "5" Lon- 


Vide Con- 
VIC. 1562, 
Felſ. 1, 2. 
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London. ( difto die) cum continuatione & prorogar 
tione dierum extunc ſequentium & locorum 1 op- 
porteat. 4. In Declaration of this Metro- 
political Right, when the Royal Prerogative 
inter pos'd to prorogue the Convocation : It 
was done with acknowledgment of ſaving and 
confirming the Archbiſhop's Right as to the 
farther proroguing and continuing to Place and 
Time. So expreſly in Two Forms of Proro- 
gation by Queen Elizabeth (the Firſt dated 
9 April Regn. 7. the Second 16. Sept. Regn. 7.) 
the Limitation of future Place and Time upon 
their re- aſſembling is left to the Pleaſure of the 
Archbiſhop, by the uſual Clauſe, Cum Proroga- i 
tione & Continuatione Locorum & Dierum prout i 
convenit.— 5. Upon this fundamental Right, 
the Authority of proroguing the whole Convo- 
cation, was by the Preſident transferr'd to 
thoſe, whom He ſhould Conſtitute his Commiſ 
ſaries, as a principal and neceſſary Power dele- 
gated to them. Thus 1529. Seſſ. 1. The Arch- 
biſhop in preſence of the Prelates and Clergy 
conſtituted the Biſhops of London, Rocheſter, and 
Ely his Commiſſioners, quibus commiſit 2 
audiendi negotia quando Reverendiſſimus abſens faret, 
& ibidem Convocationem prorogand.” &c. Hence 
the Commiſſions , both from the Dean and 
Chapter of Canterbury in the vacancy of that St 
to the Biſhop of London, to act as Preſident, 
and from the Archbiſhop or Biſhop to other 
Commiſſaries, have had a conſtant Clauſe to ſpe- 
cify this Power of Prorogation. And accord- 
ingly, the Commiſſaries in their Act of pro- 
rogving the Two Houſes of Convocation, fine 
affirm'd this power to have been ſo exprelly 
transferr'd to them: And were never, that we 
5 1 know, 
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know,queſtion'd in the free Uſe and Diſcretional 
Application of it. So that 6. After the Preſi- 
dent or Commiſſaries had declar'd and notified 
a Prorogation, we do not find in any one Ins 
ſtance, that Buſineſs in the Lower-Houſe was 
either done, or attempted to be done; becauſe 
from the time of their receiving intimation, that 
the Preſident had prorogu'd them; they knew 
themſelves incapable of Acting, as made ſo by 
competent Authority, which did render all 
Debates, Reſolutions, &c. after ſuch notice 


given, void and irregular. 
If to theſe and many other Arguments (to 
be ſupported by a continued ſeries of Authori- 


es drawn from the Originals or beſt Copies of 


our Convocational Acts) It be Objeted, That 
ſome Inſtances of Fa& may be produc'd, where 


che Lower-Houſe have ſeem'd to ſit and pro- 


ceed in the Intervals of Prorogation made by 
the Preſident or Commiſſioners; I can only An- 
ſwer, that I never yet met with any ſingle Act 
of Prorogation by the Preſident or any com- 
miſſion d by Him, that did not include both 
Houſes : And therefore I preſume, That if a 
Part of the Inferior Clergy have ever met in 
ſuch Vacations or intermediate Times; they 
have met as an allow'd Committee only, not as 
a proper Houſe ; and therefore their ſtated Seſ- 
lions even in the Lower-Houſe could not be 
computed by ſuch occaſional Meetings, but 
from the time only of the whole Convocation 
being joyntly Prorogu'd, and joyntly Re-aſſem- 
bling : Tho? I confeſs, I have not yet found 
any one Inſtance of a Year old, where the 
Lower-Houſe or any part of it have met by 
their own Authority, within the time of Proro- 
| | | gation 
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gation determin'd by the Archbiſhop. I hear 
an Inſtance or two have been urg'd from the 
Convocations of 1640. but I ſuppoſe it will 
appear, That ſuch Obſcure Hints as perhaps 
may ſeem to be given from the Miantes of the 
Lower Houſe, when compar'd with the Acts of 
the Upper, betray only ſome inaccurate haſte of 
the Scribe ; and are utterly incapable of that 
Senſe, to which they have been of late applied, 

There be indeed ſome other Inſtances, where 
the Lower-Houſe of Convocation (yet in con- 
currence with the Upper) have met a day o 
two or more before the time, to which the 
had been prorogu'd : But then, this was not thei 
own Act of Privilege, but their Act of Obes 
ence to the Archbiſhop's, or his Delegates com 
mand; who for ſome urgent Reaſons could ap 
point a new Day, withia the time before allot 
ted. And then it is a Caſe that more aſſert 
his Grace's Power over his Provincial Convs- 
cation; that tho' He has prorogu'd their Seſſia 
to a longer Day; yet upon juſt Reaſons H 
may again preſcribe a ſhorter ; and call then 
together as often, and as ſoon, as He judges then 
is occaſion for them. 

I am apt to think, That as to this Claim 
independent Privilege in the Lower-Houſe, tk 
matter of Right and Fact will be wav'd, and t 
Argument ſhall run only upon Expedience, al 
reaſonable Aotives that it ſhould be ſo. Bi 
this is a way of Arguing not to be admitted 
Points of Law and Conſtitution. If once Wi 
give up the Settlement of what is, to the Pro: 
ject of what ought to be; we may make unto oi 
ſelves new Governments in Church and State 
till we have no Governors in Either. Vet way 


(59) 
ir WM js the convenience or great advantage of ſich 
a ſeparate Power in the Lower-Houſe? It is a 


ll common Plea, That Buſmeſs cannot be prepar'd 
por rightly proſecuted, if the Inferior Clergy 
he have not ſuch Liberties to fit as long and as 
of WM often as they pleaſe : If they were to riſe con- 


tinually with the Upper-Houſe, and not to 


re-aſſemble without their concurrence ; they 
iel. mould then have little opportunity to tranſact 
ere Wl the Affairs of Religion. But were the Affairs 
on. of Religion wont to be tranſacted by the Inferior 
' O Clergy without the Biſhops ? Or is there an 
ther Neceſſity of ſuch a Reformation? Indeed Peti- 
* tions for redreſs of Grievances, and other Du- 
c 


tiful Applications to the King's Majeſty, to 
Parliament, to the Archbiſhop or Prelates, were 
often begun in the Lower-Houſe of Convocati- 
on, as their proper Buſineſs. But the Cenſure 
(ler of Heretical Books or Perſons, the Draught of 
mo Canons, and other ſtrict Synodical Acts, theſe com- 
monly began with the Archbiſhop and Biſhops as 
s H the more immediate Spiritual Judges. Or if any 
Conſtitations or other Eccleſiaſtical Acts were 
ſometimes form'd in the Lower-Houſe, this was 
rather by order or permiſſion of the Preſident, 
than by their own prime Motion, or by their 
own direct Authority: And therefore they 
preſented ſuch Forms to the Upper-Houſe, as 


e, 4WMithcir Requeſt, or as their Report; not as their 
A and full Determination. 

ory However, if upon the Archbiſhop's Proro- 
ice 


gation, the Inferior Clergy thought fit to re- 
preſent to Him, that they had ſome urgent Bu- 
ſineſs on their Hands, which they could not ex- 
pedite without more frequent Aſſembling: 
They might, I preſume, have been __ - 

Od 
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hold one Committee or more to Sit where any 
when they pleas'd, during the Intervals of Joint 
Seſſion; to prepare Matters, and Report then 
at the next Meeting of the whole Houſe. This 
Accommodation would have been accepted, i 


the diſpatch of proper Buſineſs had been th Y 
only thing in Queſtion. hin 
If it be ſtill urg'd, That Privilege is a tend 1 
thing, and the Lower Clergy ought not to ie 
cede from it. *Tis no Argument at all, len, 
leſs the Privilege be Legal. All Legal Privilege 
and ſuch Alone, ought to be maintain'd by thalWhwhi 
ſame Legal Ways and Means. But then ii ect 
Legal Prerogative of Governors is as tender o 
thing, as the Legal Privilege of Subjects, au ron 
ought to be as 3 ſecur'd. If thereſo One 
all the Archbiſnops of Canterbury and Ia ! 
(before and ſince the Reformation) have bee eu- 
in poſſeſſion of a Right and Cuſtom, to preſd C 
over their Provincial Convocations, and to a Nar 
point their Place and Time of Sitting, with Hu 
other Submiſſion but to the King as Suprem ¶ ſaſt 
Then I think modeſtly, their Graces ought ¶ Not 
be tender of the Pre-eminence of their Mete but 
political Sees, and not depart from thoſe Right 
which they received from their Predeceſlors Mon 
and which they are to convey down to Poſt” * 
rity : And my Lords the Biſhops ought to H tte 
tender of ſaving to their Metropolitan his ji the 
Powers: And the whole Clergy are bound a 
be as tender of the good old Conſtitution i Les 
the Church. mill 
Nay, if the Right were to give place to Er- ©" 
pedience; they would All conſider, whither the in 
times might not return, when by the old aſp! * 
an 


ring Attempts of Presbyters againſt _— 
| ops ; 
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„; it might not be of worſe conſequence; 
or the Archbiſhop to want a Power of Pro- 
foguing the whole Synod, than for the Lower- 
Houſè to want a Power of Adjourning them- 
ſelves. 
vou point, Sir, to another Paſſage, that Vou 
hink may ſeem Invidious. It is p. 146. Our 
Author ( for purpoſes beſt known to Himſelf and 
Friends ) has all along a mind to make the Inferior 
lergy greater, and the Archbiſhops of Canterbury 
eſs than they really were. As to the purpoſes for 
yhich he did it, You ſee I made no hard con- 
jectures; but that He ſo did, I had ſome reaſon 
o complain, becauſe I could have prov'd it 
om ſeveral Inſtances, as well as that fingle 
One I there mention'd: | 

1. Our Author found it to be the cuſtom in 
dur ancient Synods, within the Province of 
Canterbury; for the Archbiſhop in his own 
Name to Decree and Ordain the Canons. He 
ould reſolve this Prerogative not into Eccle- 
ſiaſtical Right, but into Papal Uſurpation : 
Not into his Power of Metropolitan or Primate, 
but into his Title of a Legate born. And in 


ighe v rne of that Character (ſays he) he might tale 
lors on him to Decree and to Ordain, as the Pope did 
oft n Foreign Councils. As if the Archbiſhop at 
to Uthe Head of his Provincial Synod, were only 


the Pope's Vicar, and acted with a high Hand 
as a Delegate from Rome. The extraordinary 
on oO L<gats appointed by virtue of particular Com- 
miſſions, did indeed derive their Authority of 
convening even National Councils, and preſiding 
er the in chem, from the Pope, who aſlign'd them to 
| aſpi-M thoſe ſpecial Affairs. But the Archbiſhops of 
ir J. Cant. who had the ſtanding ordinary Title of 

| Le- 


r ü . ]— al 
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Legati Nati, did not by virtue of that Title 30 
beyond their own Province, or pretend to ay 
Power of ſummoning National Councils; ng 
indeed within their own Provincial Aſſemblie 
did they exerciſe or claim any fort of Powen 
as deputed from the Pope; but knew their ju 
riſdiction to be inherent in their See: The ſan 
as by Primitive Conſtitution, and by continu 
Preſcription, was in all the Principal or Pati 
archal Sees, which by the very Councils d 
Nice and Epheſus were to have a Precedeng 
and equal Independence. It was hence, Thu 
by the Ancient Church, the Metropolitan had th 
ne-, as Mr. A. confeſſes. It was hence, That 
our Archbiſhops in their Provincial Council 
fate not as Judges delegated by the See Apoſts- 
Iical, but as Metropolitans and Primates ; will 
no Commiſſion, with no Inſtructions by Bull o 
Mandate from the Pope. If the Archbiſhop 
Canterbury's Rights or Powers in Convocatio 
had ever depended upon the Name or Privik 
ges of Legatus Natus; then no Foreign Me. 
tropolitan, who wanted that Title, could han 
exercis'd the like Synodical Authority; not 
could our Archbiſhops of York have preſided 
in their Convocations, to an equal extent 0 
of Eccleſiaſtical Prerogative. But if Foreigi 
Archbiſhops, who were no Titular Legates 
took the ſame Methods of Calling, Continuing 
Diſſolving, and otherwiſe Governing their Pro 


vincial Synods: And if our Archbiſhops d 
Tork were and are in this reſpect as much Fre. E 
ſidents of Convocation within the one Province, 
as the Archbiſhops of Canterbury within the ¶ ane 
other: Then any Man of Reaſon will think 1 WW ue 
evident, That the Synodical or Convecariow 
ls 
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Rights of the Archbiſhop of Canterbury, did 
riſe from the Conſtitution and Cuſtoms of 


z 
41 [1 


Ane Chriſtian Church, confirm'd and eſtabliſh'd 
nog: this Nation; and not from any new Title 
blig acquir'd from Rome, not from the empty Name, 
wenr the very inſignificant Office, of Sedis Apo- 
22 Legatus Natus. That the Title of Le- 


ſam 
nue 
atrþ 
Is 


Late Born did not affect the Pre-eminence of the 
Archbiſhops of Canterbury in their Provincial 
yn0ds, has one demonſtration from a Letter 
f Pope Martin the Fifth, to Henry Chichley 


cn Archbiſhop of Canterbury toward the end of 
Trl: Year 1426. wherein he does ſuſpend the 
ey \rchbiſhop from all Juriſdiction, Superiority, 


aud Power, which he could claim as Born Le- 


gate of the See Apoſtolical ; becauſe it ſeems, 
under that Title the Archbiſhop had by cuſtom 


nctls 
oſto. 


wih -civ'd the mean Profits of Cathedral Churches 
ul vacant within his own province; but not a 
= Sword that his Suſpenſion from the Office of 
atio 


Legate ſnould leſſen or reſtrain Him in his Pro- 
vincial Synods. And therefore in the Archbi- 
ſhops firſt Appeal, which he made by a Publick 


vile 


Me. 


hate laſtrument dated 22 March 1426. He proteſted 
„ Hoi againſt the Pope's attempting or cauſing to be 
1 attempted any thing in prejudicium Status mei & 
nt. 


quriſdictionem Eccleſiæ mee Cantuarienſis ac Liber- Reg. Car. 


tatum, Conſuetudinum & Prerogativarum ejuſden Roh E bra 
4e poteſtatis mee jure Metropolitico aut Legatio- Ms. f. 58. 


reigi 
gates 


dune: Jure in Jure & nomine Eccleſia mes attri- 

Frog e. And much to the ſame fame effect in Pa. 
Ps the Archbiſhop's Second Appeal, publiſh'd in 6 Apr. 
Fre Eg. Ref. Vol. 1. Append. p. 321. where even a 1427 
* Popiſh Archbiſhop under the Tyranny of Bulls 


and Thunder, does dare to vindicate the Liber- 
ues and Prerogatives of his nnn, 
| Ca 


ink it 
tional 
Lights 
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cal See; as of Original Right and Cy 
ſtom. 


To give a late Inſtance of the Judgment 9 
our Engliſh Divines in this Matter; Andrea 
Ol gousti Archbiſhop of Ghezna , Primate d 
Poland and Lithuania, wrote a Letter date 
11 July 1675. to Gilbert Lord Archbiſhop d 
Canterbury, to deſire an Account of what Right 
and Privileges had belong'd to the See of Can 
by virtue of the Title of Legat Born; becauſ 
having the like Stile and Dignity annexed ty 
his Metropolitical See of Ghezna, he migh 
thereby the better underſtand and aſſert his ow 
Prerogative: For by a Bull granted 9 
Pope Leo X. to that AB. and his Succeſſors, the 
were to enjoy all and ſingular Privileges, Ii. 
berties, Pre-eminences, Exemptions, Immuni 
ties, Honours, and Favours, which belong'd t 
Legats born, and eſpecially to the Archbiſhop 
of Canterbury. 


Reverendiſſime & Illuſtriſſume Domine 
| Amice Colendiſſune, 


8 nonnulli idonei homines rogatu meo ſuſct 
perint negotium inveſtigandi privilegia ant. 
qua celeberrime & Primatialis in Anglia Cant. 
arienſis Eccleſia, audaciam ſumpſi compellandi d. 
ſuper illuſtriſſimam & reverendiſſimam Dominas 
onem veſtram. Licet enim ignoti & religione d. 
ver ſi, tantoque terrarum ac maris ſpatio diviſi ag 
mus; plurimum tamen confido de celebrata illuſtri- 
ſimæ ac reverendiſſime Dominationis veſtræ humi- 
nitate, eam in extrahendis mihi per copiam auten- 
ticam privilegiis, præſertim Legationis Nate, of 
[ 
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bus Eccleſia Cantuarienſis ceteris in Anglia Ca- 
thedris, antequam Romane Eccleſie nuntium re- 
miſiſſet, preſtabat & prefulgebat, atque nunc pre- 
fulget, haud gravate demonſtratum iri, &c. Arch- 
biſhop Sheldon adviſing with his Suffragan Bi- 
ſhops, and eſpecially with the Learned Biſhop 
Fell, return'd an Anſwer dated 11 Faly 1676. 
wherein he well aſſerts the Original indepen- 
dence of his See of Cant: and claims all Me- 
tropolitical Rights, as of primitive Inſtitution, 

and continued Cuſtom. 
——Ouanquam Eccleſia Britannica ab Apoſtolis 
ipſu, aut ſaltem viris Apoſtolicis, ſub primis Evan- 
gelii initiis fundata, per plura exinde ſecula nulla 
peregrine juriſdictioni ſubdita certiſſimo Præſcripti- 
onis jure, necnon Synods Nicenæ & Epheſine de- 
tretis, evToxepaniay ibs vendicat, unde ejuſdem Pri- 
mates pari poteſtate Dioceſi ſuæ preerant, qua 
Ali quicunque ſive Orientis ſive Occidentis Pa- 
triarche fruebantur, &c.— Jura vero & Privile- 
gia quibus ſedes Cantuarienſis perpetuis temporibus 
hucuſque gaviſa eſt & etiamnum gaudet, ita ſe habent. 
Totius Angliæ Primas & Metropolitanus audit, 
Primus Regni Par, Proteribus quibuſcunque niſi ex 
Prole Regia, ſuperior, titulo Clementie inſignitur. 
Regem in coronatione inaugurat; Epiſcoporum ſibi 
ſubditorum Electiones confirmat, & eorundem con- 
ſecrationi præeſt; Illorum in Regimine Epiſcopali 
Errata & Negligentias corrigit, Iiſq; infirmis Coad- 
jutores aſſignat. Provintiales Synodos con voc at, 
convocatas moderatur, ultimum in iis fert Suffra- 
gum. Appellationes admittit ab Inferiorihus Judi- 
cibus, etiam omiſſo Medio, &c. As for the moſt 
Part extracted from the Cantuarienſis Sedis Pri- 
vilegia & Prerogative, to be ſeen in Manuſcript, 
Cotton. Cleopatra. F. 1. Fol. 254. and printed 55 
F 8 
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. the Introduction to Antiquitates Britannica, 
drawn up (I preſume) by the Learned Archbi- 
ſhop Parker, who rightly underſtood, that his 
Predeceſſors had the vain Title of Legati Nati, 
as a meer Artifice of Rome, that the exerciſe 
of their ancient Rights might ſeem to depend 
upon the Pope, which indeed depended on the 
Conſtitution of their Province, and the Prime 
See of it. — Sed Pontifices Romani hac aut horitate 
preditos Cantuarienſes Archiepiſcopos ut ſuos Le- 

atos nominabant, ut authoritatem quam jure ſu 
obtinebant a ſede Romana ſumere wviderentur, 
—— Hae fuit plerumque Papalis calliditas & aſtu- 
tia, ut quorum authoritatem in adminiſtratione Ec- 

PE cleſiaſtica maximam eſſe cognoſceret , Is omnium 

N regnorum Dominium affettans, eos ſuos Legato 

Edit. Han. Voluit dici, ut quæcunque in adminiſtratione ſua 

p. 25. geſſerint, ſua tanquam univerſali authoritate fien 

| viderentur. 

In Truth, abating from ſome Arbitrary Ef- 
forts of K. Hen. VIII. The Archbiſhops of Car- 
terbury at the Reformation, were ſo far from 
loſing any precedent Rights, that they recover- 
ed many, which had been uſurp'd by the See 
<rat.xxy Of Rome; nay, and had ſome new Powers and 
Hen. viii. Privileges by Law conferr'd upon them. Soas 
cap. xii, to plead their Authorities were now diminiſh'd, 

when in Fact they grew more abſolute and 
independent, by caſting off Subjection to the 
Pope; This could be an Argument only in tk 
Mouths of thoſe who hated the Reformation. 

They indeed maliciouſly Objected, That Arch- 

biſhop Cranmer ought not to exerciſe his Pre- 

deceſſor's Rights of the Viſitation and Suſpen- 
ſion of his Suffragans, becauſe theſe might be 
extraordinary Powers formerly challeng'd be 

e 
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the Legat Born, but no longer due to the Pri- 
mate Or Metropolitan. Hence Srokeſley Biſhop of 
London and the Chapter oppos'd the Vilitation 
of Archbiſhop Cranmer, and appeal'd againſt 


ad it to the King; Firſt complaining, That the 
he 8 Archbiſhop in all his Monitions and Writings ſent 
me to the Biſhop , Abbots, Prior, and Archdeacon of 


London, concerning this his Viſitation, called him- 

ſelf Apoſtolicæ Sedis Legatum ; and then ſaying, 

That although the Archbiſhop doth relinquiſh the Strype's 
Name of a Legate, yet nevertheleſs he exerciſeth Memoirs of 
ſuch Furiſdiction, as the Laws never gave to Me- 2 
tropolit ans, nor no Archbiſhep in Chriſtendom doth 1 * 
exerciſe, Legates of the See of Rome only except- 

ed. But Gardiner Biſhop of Wincheſter being 

more cunningly conſcious, that the Archbiſhop 

might Found the Privileges of his See of Cant. 

upon his Primacy, not upon his Legatine Title ; 

He would fairly have had him depriv'd of the 

Stile of rotinus Anglie Primas, as well as of that of 


An- 

om N Legatus Natus; and therefore he complain'd 
rer-Nunto the King's Highneſs concerning the Arch- 

See  biſhop's Viſitation, that in his Stile he was writ- Strype 
and ren totius Angliz Primas, to the derogation and ibid. p. 19. 
0 eidice of the King's high Power and Authority, 

hd, eing Supreme Head of the Church. 

and Some too of the Inferior Popiſh Clergy en- 

the ing the Archbiſhop's Government of a Re- 

tk Wporming Church, would have had ſome of his 

on Authorities laid down with his Title of Le- 

rch- N Natus. And firſt, they would have had 

pre- court of Audience diffolv'd, pretending that 

den- Ne held it as the Pope's Legate. This (ſays a 

t be {ry temperate Author) was drawn up in way d. , 


f Petition and Complaint, either to the King or p,. 9. 
'arli b inati h 

Tuament, by a combination of ſome of the Con- 

F 2 vocation, 
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vocation, as I ſuſpett, the Paper being Writ by 


the hand of the Kegifier of the Lower Houſe of f 
Convocation. — — The Archbiſhop anſwered al f 
their Pleas againſt it, and by way of Proteſtation F 
affirm'd, That he kept not his Court by virtue of i © 
his Bull from Rome as Legate, and that none could ; 
ſuſpect that He did. Io which the Convoeation, f 
or rather ſome Part of it, made a Reply, that ma) n 
be ſeen in the Appendix, Num. xvii. But the of 
Archbiſhop maintain'd his Rights, and the 
King ſupported Him in the Legal Defence of 9 
them. | 
Yet obſerve, in all theſe Exceptions againſt n 
the Archbiſhop's Authority, as cealing to be 8 
Legate Born, they relate only to Viſitations I „ 
ſuſpenſion of Dioceſans and other Ordinaries, F 
Procurations, and Court of Audience; not one - 
Objection made againſt the Archbiſhop's accu- ph 
ſtom'd Rights in Convocation. For they ſeen 10 
to have known, that the moſt unqueſtioned * 
Power of a Metropolitan was to be in the Head ti 
of all Provincial Aſſemblies of his Clergy. Fo ei 
which the Bifhop of London and his Chapter © 
made a wiſe and true diſtinction in their Ap- py 
peal, that it is to be diſſevered, what they (the Sn 
Archbiſhops of Cant.) did as Legates, and wha er 
as Metropolitans, and what by Force after I. ;; 
pealed, and what by Right peaceably En joyed. And 6 
therefore they dutifully offer, for a concluſun Wl , 
It may pleaſe Tour Majeſty to be advertis'd, I ki 
if my Lord of Canterbury can jhew by Ancio WM his 
Precedents , that any his Predeceſſors have u the 
peaceably the Premiſſes without interruption , a WM of 
ſo have enjoyed the ſame, thoſe Precedents ſhened tat 
and brought in preſence, allowed alſo by y¹ ref 
Learned Council in the Laws Spiritual to be Prect- mi 


dent! 
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dents ſufficient, and of Authority in this behalf, 
we ſhall then immediately in all the Premiſſes obey 
the ſaid Archbiſhop, without any further contra- 
diction. 

And therefore it was not ingenuous in an 
Engliſh Reform'd Divine, thus to derogate 
from the Rights of our National Church, and 
to derive the Archbiſhop's Synodical Authori- 
ties from Rome, that by the Conſtitution of this 
and all other Churches, were inherent in the 
chief See of every Province. It is true, the 
uſurping Pretenſions of the Pope's Supremacy 
had invaded, and almoſt ſwallowed up all Pro- 
vincial Rights; and eſpecially here in England, 
where the Legatine Authority committed to a 
Foreigner, or even to a Suffragan Biſhop, did 
virtually ſuſpend the Archbiſhops from ſome 
ordinary Juriſdiction during the Pope's plea- 
ſare. But as theſe Papal Encroachments were 
in great meaſure reſtrain'd before the Reforma- 
tion; ſo at and ſince that Reformation, the ori- 
ginal Powers of Superiority within their re- 
ſpective Provinces were thought rightfully re- 
{tor'd to our Two Archbiſhops, with no other 
Submiſſion at leaſt but to the King's Suprema- 
c. Archbiſhop Cranmer, when he laid down 
the Title of Legatus Natus, was in all reſpects 
38 compleat a Preſident of Convocations, as 
any of his Predeceſſors; except where the 
King (then too much acting the Pope) did by 
his extraordinary Commiſſioner interpoſe. But 
thoſe who would now reſolve the Preſidency 
of the Archbiſhop in Synod into former Depu- 
tation from the Popes, would nor, | believe, 
reſolve it into any preſeat extraordinary Com- 
aulſion from the King. And therefore they 

; F 3 and 
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and we ought to aſcribe it to the Original 
Conſticution of Provincial Councils, where the 
Head of the Province was ſuo jure Head of the | 
Synod. | 

2. Our Author does in another Caſe leſſen th 
Archbiſhops of Canterbury, by making their 
Rights, dec. Power in Spiritualities to ſignify their Place in 
1 Ed. p. Con vocation. For thus, ſays he, 18 E. 1. the 
345. Commons deſire remedy, de multimodis injuſtis 
vexationibus eis factis per Officiales & alios 
Sir Rob. Miniſtros Eccleſiæ. The King reply d, Cancella- 
22 rius emendet in temporalibus, Archiepiſcopus 
p. 216, in Spiritualibus, z. e. the Archbiſhop in Convoca- 
tion. Here the Report it ſelf is falſly made; 
but the Comment on it is ſtill worſe: For this 
Parliament at Clipſton was not properly a Par- 
liament, but a Great Council only or extraordi- 
nary Court. Nor was it a Motion of the Com- 
mons in Parliament, as he would repreſent it; 
ring; but a Petition of the Citizens or Freemen 
der on of London : Nor do the Petition and Anſwer 
Coke p. run, as he repeats them; but more diſtinaly 
233» thus, as Mr. Trynne Tranſcrib'd them from 
the Records ia the Exchequer. 
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Petitiones coram Domino Rege ad Parlis 
mentum poſt Ft um S. Michaelis Anno 
Inter Re- Regnt Regis Edwardi 1. 18. Rot. 6. in 
cords B. dor ſo, inter alia fic continetur. 
Regis in | 
io mines de 1 ondon tonqueruntur de Officia: 
Scacc, ſud libus © Minifris Ccclefie de multimodis 
cuſtodia D. vexationibus citationibus - + txactionibus minus 
The ſe © opnerofis « debitis (nimis oneroſis & indebitis) 
gen per quas plus ertorquent de populo quam on: 
Reman, niz Curias) (Cuilr) Laicaleg Et petunt quod Rer 


apponat 
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apponat remedium kel inanter, ne deſtruatu2 Po⸗ 
pulus in otculto. 


Reſp. Si Curia Regis poſſit emendari fac. Can: 
tellarius emendet in Tempozalibus, Archiepilco⸗ 
pus faciat in Spiritualibus. 

But why now mult Archiepiſcopus in Spiritua- 
libus be rendred The Archbiſhop in Convocation ? 
If fo; Cancellarius in Temporalibus mult be the 
Chancellor in Parliament. The oppolite terms 
would have their Senſe equivalent in their 
differing reſpect. But it the Chancellor's 
Amending or Reforming in Temporals be meant 
of his ordinary Juriſdiction within his Court 
of Chancery, by prohibiting and relieving thoſe 
Vexations and Extortions: Then likewiſe the 
Archbiſhop doing the ſame in Spirituals, can be 
meant only of the Archbiſhop 1a his ordinary 
Courts of Eccleſiaſtical Juriſdiction, by inhibit- 
ing and correcting, the Abuſes of Inferior Chri- 
ſtian Courts and the Officers of em; With no 
reference at all to the Archbiſhop in Convocation, 
unleſs the Archbiſhops at their own diſcretion 
would convene a Synod of their Suffragan Bi- 
ſhops and Higher Prelates, and by their Coun- 
ſe] Ordain ſome particular Canons of Reforma- 
tion : For the proper Eccleſiaſtical Synods had 
not yet the inferior Clergy conſulting and de- 
ciding in them. Mr. A. muſt needs know, That 
the Kings of England gave many of the like 
Anſwers to Complaints in Parliament, under- 
taking that his Chancellor and his Civil Courts 
of juſtice ſhould reſtrain Lay-mer, and correct 
Temporal Grievances ; While the Offences of the 
Clergy, and the Defeats in Spiritual Cauſes ſhould 
be committed to the more proper cogniſance 


F 4 of 


Pref. 
xix. 


(72) 


of the Archb;ſhops of Canterbury. And therefore 


it muſt look like a deſign'd Diminution of the 
Rights of the Metropolit an and Primate of all 
England, to make the Archbiſhop in Spirituals to 
mean the Archbiſhop in Convocation ;, when it 
really meant the Archbiſhop in his omU Province, 
with the Powers and Prerogatives of Right 


Nigbrs, &c. pertaining to his Metropol. See. It ſeems true, as 
Pe Mr. A. obſerves, That my Lord's Grace of Canter- 


bury is never ſo conſiderable, as when he is at the 
Head of the Clergy of his Province: Yet that may 
be true, or not true, according to the Deference 
aad Duty that 1s there paid to Him. 

3. l' give you another Reaſon of my Com- 
plaiat, That this Author had all along a mind 
to make the Inferior Clergy greater, and the Arch- 
biſhops of Canterbury leſs than they were. Becauſe 


among his ways of explaining the Statute of 


Submiſſion, He would have the Archbiſhops 
only reſtrain'd by it; and the Lower Clergy 
left to a full and intire Liberty. He would have 
it appear upon the whole, that the 25 H.8. c. 19. 
has not in the leaſt infringed this Right as far a 
the Lower-Clergy are concerned in it. That the 


Rrghts, &c. Limitations there made to the exerciſe of it chiefy 
P. 214+ concern the Archbiſhop of either Province, who 


is now reſtrain d, &C. That the Inferior Clery) 
are no otherwiſe concerned, than to take care, tha 
they give their conſent to no Canon fram'd by them. 
Jelves, or ſent from the Upper- Houſe, otherwiſe than 
with Submiſſion to the Royal Pleaſure, that they arc 


leſt therefore intirely at their liberty to confer and 


eleliberate even about new Canons; and alſo to 
deviſe, frame, and offer them to the Upper 
Houſe, Kc. h | | ; | 


I am 


(73) 


= 1 am by no means for too harſh a Senſe of 
W the Al of Submiſſion, nor to make it impoſe 
any undeſigned Burthen on the Clergy, or on 
any Order or Degree of them. And therefore 
cannot think it Juſt and Impartial, that this 
New Interpreter of the Act ſhould make the 
Prohibition and the Penalties of it extend only 
in effect to the Archbiſhops, and tie up their 
Hands chiefly ; leaving the Interior Clergy ſo 
free and unconcern'd, as if the Archbiſhops 
only had ſubmitted , or at leaſt the Upper- 
Houſes of Convocation, without the Lower. 


make the Submiſſion a ſingular Act of the © 
Lords, without the Lower-Clergy's Concur- 
rence ; yet however, he confeſſes the Lower 
Clergy had already paſs'd a more Ample Form. 
But indeed the latter Form preſented to the 
King, tho? it paſs'd in the Name of the Up- 
per-Houſe Alone, as commonly All Addreſſes 
did, that were perſonally delivered to the King; 
yet the Form was but the /ame (with one or 
two Amendments) that had been before Agreed 
to by a very great Majority in the Lower- 
Houſe. And therefore the ſubmitting Declara- 
tion run in the Name of the whole Body of 
the Engliſh Clergy, We your moſt Humble 
Subjects, daily Ozatozs and Beadſmen of pour 
Clergy of England. And the Submiſſion to be 
ſure was accepted not as an Act of the Prelates, 
but of the whole Clergy of the Realm. It is 
true, the Arcebiſnop mult be rh:efly reſtrain'd ; 
becauſe He had greater Powers to be reſtrained 
in: The Powers of Cong. and Diſſolving 
Synods independent upon the King, of Ordain- 
ing and Decreeing Canons without n AL 
e aa ea 


And indeed Mr. A. in his laſt Edition, does Ropes, Us 


(74) 


ſent : Of promulging them and putting then 
in Execution within the Spiritual Courts of his 
Province The Lower Clergy indeed could 
not be reſtrain d in any of theſe Powers, be. 
cauſe they had not before pretended to them: 
They could not loſe what they never had. But 
neither was the Archbiſhop reſtrain'd in any 
fubordinate and intermediate Powers; the 
Power of enforcing his Provincial Writ (If. 
ſued upon the King's Precept) to be duly ex. 
ecuted through his Province : Of puniſhing all 
thoſe Members of either Houſe, who ſhould 
not obey the Summons : Of commanding and 
accepting the Choice of a Prolocutor : Of ſo 
putting the Lower Clergy into a condition of 
Acting under His Grace as a ſeparate Houſe : 
Of giving leave to any Members for abſenting: 
Of recalling thoſe who ſhall abſent without his 
leave : Of cenſuring themfor their Contumacy 
if they do not Return : Of receiving their 
Requeſts : Of adviſing their Debates : Of pro- 
poling and receiving their Aſſent: Of command- 
ing their Attendance : Of appointing their 
Times and Places of Seſſion and Intermiſſion : 
And in a word, of Preſiding, as before, over 
the whole Body of his Provincial Clergy. He 
loſt nothing, but the Primary and Ultimate 
Powers of an independent Call and Diſſolution 
of the Synod ; and of Ordaining, Promulging, 
and Executing Canons or Conſtitutions in his 
own Name, or as of his own Right. And 
therefore it 1s to be obſerv'd, that in whatever 
Powers the Archbiſhop was depriv'd or abridg d, 
the Devolution of thoſe Powers was direQly to 
the King; and the Archbiſhop had ſtil] a Right 
to All the Old Prerogatives of his See, that 

were 
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ere not ſo expreſly convey'd to that Supreme 
| ad and Governor. I mention this, becauſe 
r. As Scheme does ſeem to argue, that the 
Interior Clergy were rather Gainers than Lo- 
ers by that Submiſſion : And by ſome of his 
aferences, One would imagine, That the Arch- 
Hiſhop and Prelates had indeed ſubmitted to 
che Lower-Houſe, as well as to the King. A 
moſt abſurd Implication ! In whatever Caſes 
the Archbiſhop was reſtrain'd ; no doubt the 
Lower-Clergy were more effectually reſtrain'd. 
If the Archbiſhop could not ſummon without 
the King's Writ, nor ſue out ſuch a Writ with- 
out the King's Pleaſure ; Much leſs could the 
inferior Clergy meet, or claim their Meeting, 
without the ſame Royal Will and Pleaſure. If 
the Archbiſhop himſelf could no longer pre- 
ſume to frame a Canon, nor to offer it to the 
Approbation of either Houſe in his own Name, 
without Royal Licenſe, much leſs can the 
Lower Houſe attempt ſuch a Liberty. If the 
Archbiſhop in Convocation cannot (by any other 
Authority, than he has even out of Convo- 
cation) condemn any Doctrine, nor cen- 
ſure any Book, nor puniſh any Perſon (but 
contumacious Members) much leſs can any Part 
of Convocation aſſume ſuch Authority. And 
ſo in all Reſpects, if the Archbiſhop was de- 
priv'd of any one cuſtomary Right, or limited 
inthe Exerciſe of any other ; the Loſs and the 
Reſtriction were in favour of the King's Supre- 
macy Alone: The Lower Clergy were ſtil] in as 
much Subjection to their Spiritual Governors, on- 
ly as they were Both under greater Submiſſion 
to the King. And therefore the Law and Cu- 
ſtom of Convocations continued juſt the ſame, 
0 e except 
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except where it was altred by Reſtoring an 
Uniting the Sovereign Power to the Imperil 
Crown of this Realm. Whatever Rights and 
Liberties were conſiſtent with the Regal 80. 
premacy, and not abated by the Submiſſion Ad; 
thoſe were ſtill inherent in the Preſident and 
Two Houſes of Convocation, joyntly or ſepa 
rately, according to their former Conſtitution, C 
If the Prelates had before fram'd an Upper CY. 
Houſe, as a Standing Council to their Metro. 
politan, with Right of Suffrage, and of Judi. 
cature in ſpecial Cauſes : They had ſtill the 
ſame Rights, and were left to enjoy the ful 
exerciſe of them. So the Inferior Clergy had 
a continued Title to their antecedent Rights, 
of a Perſonal Citation as Digaitaries ; Of Ele- 
ction as Proctors; Of the Choice of a Prolo- 
cutor ; Of obſerving any ſtated Rules of their 
Houſe; Of Petitioniag, Debating, Reporting, 
Aſleating, Denying, and all other Powers and 
Privileges before helonging to them ; in the 
ſame Subordination to their Preſident, but in 
greater Subjection to the King. So likewiſe the 
Archbiſhop by the Act of Submiſſion was not 
diveſted of any Powers, but what were direct 
ly transferr'd to the King, and thought neceſ- 
ſary to eſtabliſh the Royal Supremacy. But iſ 
where that Supremacy did not interfere, the 
Archbiſhop in each Province had the ſam 
Eccleſiaſtical Rights, of Executing the King 
Summons -1n convening his Provincial Cler- 
gy; of Preſiding over the Two Houſes when 
Aſſembled ; Of calling up the Prolocutor and 
his Fellow-Members ; Of giving Leave for 
Abſence, and Orders for Attendance ; Of Cot- 
tiauing and Proroguing the Times of SIR 
an 
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Jad Meeting; of Admoniſhing , Sentencing; 

VS a bſolving, and doing all other Acts of Art. 

igion, that are neceſſary to guide an g0- 
rern the Eccleſiaſtical Body of his Province, 

Wwhereof under the King He was the Head. 

What puts the Matter out of all Diſpute : 
f the Reformed Archbiſhops under the King, 
were to have had leſs power in Provincial 
Yer. BY Convocations (except in occaſionally convening 
40 and finally diſſolving) than their Predeceſſors 
10 had under the Pope's of Rome. This would 
che bare ſoon appear'd in the ſubſequent Inſtru- 

"WW ments and Acts. The Form of Writs, and the 
Manner of Proceedings, would have varied 
with the Change of Conſtitution. But if the 
stile of Mandates, Citations, Monitions, and the 
whole Frame and Order of Proceedings con- 
tinued juſt the ſame after the Reformation, as 
they had been before; this muſt be Evidence, 

that. there was the ſame Authority to ſupport 
the ame Methods, and that the Reformed Me- 
tropolitan was as much a Preſident, in the 
Provincial Aſſemblies of his Clergy, as the 
Popiſh Legat Born. 

1. If the Kings of England did not before 
call a Convocation, without the Archbiſhop's 
Name and Authority, convey'd by his own 
Mandate to be communicated to every Biſhop 
of his Province : The fame deference to the 
Archbiſhop was ſtill ſolemnly paid, and He 
was to execute the King's Writ in the ſame 
Form by the ſame Hands. | 

2. If the Convocation could not open, with- 
out the Archbiſhop in Perſon (or his Commiſ- 
loners to repreſent Him) before whom all 
Members were cited and did appear, as by his 


immediate 


Biſhop of 


London 
Biſhop of 
Winton. 
Biſhop of 
Lincoln. 


Forma 
Convoca- 


brandæ 
1562. 


+ Mandate, of which a due Certificate muſt H 


1 
— eſt quod Omnes qui authoritate Reverendiſſimi De- 


Ei (78) —_ 
immediate Authority; and by vertue of ji 
made of the Execution of it, by the propa 
Dean, or Subdean, or Chancellor of the Province 
The ſame Courſe was ſtill taken, and h 
Form of holding a Convocation continued, 3 
it uſed to be obſerv'd of Old. Prout «fi 
ANTIQUO obſervari conſuevit.— Sciendun 


mini Arch. Cant. citantur ad comparend coran 
E O-——atque præſtolari ADV E NT U M didi 
Reverendiſſi mi. 

3. If after a ſolemn Proceſſion the High 
Maſs was perform'd by the Archbiſhop Him- 
ſelf, as at the Head of his Province ; and a 
Speech or Sermon in Latin commonly delivered 
in the Quire, by a Prelate or Inferior Clergyman 
of the AB's own Appointment at Diſcretion: 
The Caſe was ſtill the ſame, with allowance WW io! 
to the Rules of our Happy Reformation. Ou Did 
ex more ſolet cum celebri comitatu apud Por- ¶ tunc 
tum Thamiſis vocatum Paul's Wharf in terram 
deſcendere atque exinde præeuntibus Advocatis & 


Procuratoribus, &c. Poſtquam in ſtalls De- 
th. Forma cani collocatus fuerit, ac preces dixerit, &c. 8 · ll the 
convocat. let Doctus aliquis ex cœtu Convocationis ſive Supe- Wh ie 
erioris ſive Inferioris Domus, e Suggeſiu in me- and 
dio Chori Concionem ad Clerum, &c. ſon 
4. If the Abſent-Members were accountable be 
to the Archbiſhop ozly, as diſobeying his Au- WW 4 
thority alone; and could therefore be pro- Wt Or 
nounc'd contumacious by None but the Arch- He 
biſhop, to whom the Penalties of ſuch Contu- WF ſe 
macy were intirely reſerv'd. The moſt Re- O 
verend had {till the ſame Power, and the Mem- Wh v 


pers 
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es had fill the ſame liberty of being exempt- 

1 from all cogniſance, but that of their Me- 
Wropolitan., — Certificatoris perlecto, ſtatim 
orricitur eidem Reverendiſſimo Schedula deſcripta, 

„ am pronunciat omnes ad eoſdem diem horam 
Elbocum non comparentes contumaces reſervando 

nam eorum contumaciæ in aliquem diem compe- Ib. Forms 
Fentem pro Beneplacito ipſius Reverendiſſimi, &c. VO 
5. if when theſe and other Preliminaries 

ere over, the Prelates and Clergy did not 

Eume the Name, nor pretend to the Acts of 

a Synod, or of a Provincial Convocation ; till 

the Archbiſhop had put them in a capacity of 

doing Buſineſs, by Expounding to them the 

cauſe of their preſent Aſſembly, and direQing 

them to the due meaſures of Debating and Pro- 
ceding : The Reformed Biſhops and Clergy 

of the Province paid ſtill the ſame Duty to their 
Metropolitan, and waited for the ſame Inſtru- 

tions from Him. ———Premiſſis ſic expeditis, 

Dictus Reverendiſſimus ad Epiſcopos & Clerum porn 
tunc preſentes Anglice ſive Latine cauſam ſui Convocats 


- Adventus ac ditte Convocationis inchoate ex- 

nit. 

De- 6. If by Laudable and Ancient Ordination, Ex lauda- 
So- the ſame Convocation was divided into Two 4;1i & an- 
pe- Members, to wit an Upper and a Lower Houſe ;; riqua ordi- 


and to avoid confuſion in that Lower Houſe, 22 ea 
ſome one Learn'd and Elegant Member was to : 


ble be choſen at the Monition and Advice of the as Mo. 
u- WF oft Reverend, to be as it were the Mouth and bra divi- 
'0- ga of all the Reſt, to relate the Senſe of the di. 

-h- WF Houſe to the ſaid Archbiſhop, whenever he 

u: ſhould be ask'd or ſent for; Who from this 

c Office was calld their Referendary or Prolocutor; 


who when EleQed was with due ſolemnity bo 
| e 
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be preſented to the Archbiſhop on a day ali 
pointed by Him; And his Grace was exprelj 
to confirm and approve the Election: All the 
Rites of admoniſhing, withdrawing, eleQting, 

reſenting, confirming, appearing, and relat: 
ing, were exactly the ſame at and after the Rs. 
formation. Et quoniam ſi in rerum trattandarun 
ſerie unuſquisque ex inferiori domò ſuam ipſe ſenten 
tiam quoties viſum eſſet direret, aut ſi omnes au 
plures ſimul loquerentur, pareret confuſionem, igi 
tur ſeniper hattenus obſervatum fuit, ut unus dl. 
quis Doctus & Diſertus, &c. 

7. If the Archbiſhop in the Upper-Houſe wa 
ſaid to be pro Tribunali ſedens, and therefore 
pronounc'd Sentence judicially with his own 
Mouth, and had all the other Characters of 
Supreme judge in that his Higheſt Eccleſiaſtical 
Court : The ſame Title and Authority were 
ſtill aſcrib'd to Him, and aſſerted by Him. 

8. If the Archbiſhops had uſed their oi 
Archiepiſcopal Seal to Authorize and Ratify 
any AQ of the whole Body: It was fo ſil, 
and the very Forms of granting Subſidy or 
Benevolence (which moſt concern'd the Lower 
Clergy) were wrote in Parchment, and ſeald 
with the Seal of the moſt Reverend Father, 
— Sigillo dicti Reverendiſſimi Patris Sigillata, & 

9. 15 the Archbiſhop had a ſtanding Right u 
command the Attendance either of the Pro 
locutor Alone, or the Prolocutor and his At 
ſeſſors, or the whole Lower Houſe, as he thong! 
expedient : He ow conſtantly uſed the ſame 
Power at his own Diſcretion ; and ſent either 
for the Prolocutor by himſelf , as Convacet 
1586. Seſſ. 6, 7. Convocat. 1588. Seſſ. 2. &c. or fol 
the Prolocutor and his Joint-A fﬀeſfors, as Conv 
tat.1588.Seſſ. 4. or for the whole Houſe togetht!; 
as Con voc at. 1 586. Seſſ. 6, 14. &e. 10. 
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io. If it was thought a decency for the 


r a 
reh Archbiſhops to ſuffer no Meſſages to be brought 
theilt from the Lower Houſe, but by the Prolocutor 
ting WW Himſelf Alone or commonly Attended: The ſame 
ela ¶ decent Practice was kept up, and no Returns from 
e Ke the Lower Houſe admitted but by or with the 
arm prolocutor. The firſt Attempt to the contrary 
ten. ſeems to have been in the Convocation, 1689. 
when for Two or Three Seſſions, there hapned to 
ig be ſome Meſſages ſent up without the Prolocu- 
A.. tor: But the Preſident and their Lordſhips 


were ſoon ſenſible of that irregular Innovati- 
on, and a Committee was appointed to enquire 
into it; who made a Report that condemn'd 


ou and reform'd that Irregularity ;* as appears at 
s off large in the Journal of the Upper Houſe, 
tical Anno 1689. Dec. 9. Seſſ. ix. —Reverendus Pater 
vere roſes —cum conſenſu Confratrum ſuorum Epiſco- 


porum Schedulam predittam legit, & ditto Decano 
Eccleſie Chriſti Oxon tradi fecit, & tunc etiam 
declaravit, quod apparet per Recorda Domns ſupe- 
rioris Convocationis, quod quoties & quando ali- 
quid fuit per dictam domum Inferiorem Superiori 


wer Bl Domo Convocationis propoſitum, Prolocutor ſemper 
ald corparuit in propria ſua Perſona, Aliis dictæ Do- 
her. ms ſecum comitantibus. After Which ho- 
Kc. roorable Vindication of Right, the Prolocutor 
IT [0 


ane up conſtantly to the Upper Houſe, and 
without Him no Meſſages were attempted to 


Abe delivered. 5 2 

Ig 11. If no Member could depart from the 
ae Lower Houſe, or be abſent, without leave firſt 
ber obtained from the Preſident, and was bound 
cat: to appear again, and duly attend upon Citati- 
tot on from the Archbiſhop: the Canonical Obedi- 


*nce was to be ſtill the ſame 3 and the Prolocu- 
G dor 
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Regiſtr. 
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f. 139. 


Convocat. 


forma con of this their Duty of Submiſſion.— Ejuſdem 


tumaciarum ſuarum hujuſmodi in recedendo a difta 


* finiſh'd and ratified by the King; under pail 
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tor Himſelf was to warn his Fellow-Members 


Prolocutoris et etiam monere omnes, ne d. Il gedant 
a civitate London abſque licentia Reverendiſſumi, 

And if the Preſident found any negled 
of this Duty, He reinforc'd it with ſtricter 
Admonition; and adjudg'd the continued Ab- 
ſence to be Contumacy ; for which having re- 
ſerv'd to Himſelf the Penalty, He pronounc'd 
it at his own pleaſure. As Richard Archbiſhop 
of Cant. denounc'd the Cenſure of Suſpenſiun 
upon Benjamin Haydon, D. D. Dean of Wells, 
Philip Biſſe D. D. Archdeacon of Taunton, and 


Milliam Hill, D. D. One of the Proctors for the 
Dioceſe of Bath and Wells, by Mandatory Let- 
ters dated 21 March 1605.———1n panam con- 


Canvocatione ante difſalutionem ejuſdem ſine licen- 
tia noſtra in ea parte petita & obtenta. Nor were 
they Ablolv'd and Reſtor'd to. the Exerciſe of 
their Function, without their Submiſſion andHum- 
ble Requeſt to the Archbiſnop, by his ſpecial Let- 
ers of Abſolution; to William Hill, 11 Apr. 1606. 
to Benj. Haydon and Phil. Biſſe, 28 May 1606. 

12. If the Archbiſhop could give Admoniti- 
on to either of the Houſes, or any Member 
of them, under Canonical Penalties not 10 
neglect or diſobey any of his lawful Commands: 
His Right to the like Obedience was all along 
the ſame; and He could (ſuppoſe) admoniſh and 
require, That no Biſhop or any One of . thi 
Clergy ſhould give any Copies of, or diſcourſe 
abroad concerning any Canon to be made, til 


of Suſpenſion to Any of the Clergy for Three 


Months, and of Synodical Admonition to an] 
| 0 
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3 
mn Mf the Biſhops. And if the Archbiſhop ſent 
"= Wp for the whole Lower Houſe, to admoniſh 
u. Whcm of any particular Duty; upon a Return | 
ao their own Houſe, the Prolocutor did exhort pe 
er Whem co remember and to follow Admonitionem Lane 
b- ict. Reverendiſſi wii Patris. Seſſ. 6. 
e- 13. If the Archbiſhop by advice and conſent 
df his Suffragans, was to judge of all contro- 
op Werted Elections; and to determine the Right 
on bf Sitting in the Lower Houſe ; becauſe all 
ls, Returns were to be made to Him; all Certifi- 
nd tes of Right or Poſſeſſion to be taken from 
the m; And all Defaults of not appearing, or 
el- Withdrawing to be puniſh'd by Him. This cu- 
on- WWomary practice was convey'd down with the 
deformation; and Mr. A. himſelf did happen 
en· ¶ tranſmit ſufficient Authorities for it. The 
ere Who!t Reverend gave his own Sentence, and the 
of rolocutor was thereupon acquainted with the 
im: Wrchbiſhop's Will or judgment, which he inti- 
et- Nated to the Members, and admoniſh'd them 
06. WW receive and admit the Perſon, to whom 
6. Wc Archbiſhop had ſo adjudg'd the Right. As 
itl- Journal of Lower Houſe, Convocat. 1586. 

ber WET. 4. Nov. 11. ——Tiuzc Prolocutor certior 

0 N de voluntate Reverendiſſimi per Redman Re- 
ds: rarium Reverendiſſimi quoad controverſiam ſu- 
ons Electione Clericorunm Diæces. Nor vic. viz. quod „ 5 
and en Reverendiſſimus protulit Sententiam Fee . 
the parte Magiſtri Weſt. contra Mag. Tho- &c. 
ik W'ghgood, intimavit hæc omnibus praſentibus, & 2 Edit. p. 
til Nuit eos ad recipiendum Mag. Welt in catum 657. 
dan W's Domus. But becauſe the Archbiſhop in 
ret envocation could do no judicial Act, without 
an) e Counſel and Conſent of his Suffragans ; 

ot erefore this Controverted Election had been 


824 re- 


(84) 


referr'd to their Examination and Deciſion: 
As in Journal of Upper-houſe, ib. 1586. Seſſ. ci 
Ib. p. 655. Nov. 9. Decided againſt Mr. T horoughgood fo 
Mr. Welt, in a Cauſe of Election to be Clerks 


Convocation. If the Lower-Houſe took the - 
Depolitions of Witneſſes, or examin'd othe + 
Evidence of Fact or Local Cuſtom ; it ſeem 70 
to have been by Deputation or Appointment 7 
of the Preſident, to Prepare and Report tht A 
Cauſe, for a deciſive Judgment in the Upper = 
Houſe ; as in the ſame Journal of the Lower 
Houſe, Seſſ. 3. Nov. 9. A Queſtion about Elef "Th 
OT on to be Procurator Cleri between Dr. Day an * 
Mr. Knewſtubs, Prolocutor ſwears Witneſſes abu * 
the Cuſtom of the Election, &c. And therefon * 
Complaints and Petitions for Redreſs, upa A 
any Grievance of falſe or diſputable Return 25 
were offered to the Archbiſhop, which he li b 
nified to the Lower-Houſe, and requir'd the ha 
to examine, and determine ſuch Differenc any 
till ir ſhould be otherwiſe (by the Archbilhy 7: 
and Biſhops) ordain d; As in the ſecond Co Mer 
vocation of 1640. Seſſ. 3. The Prolocutor al 3 
other Members being ſent for to the 1 - c 
per-Houſe, Reverendiſſimus eis ſignifi tel: 
vit, quod ipſe audivit eſſe quaſdam diſcrepani . 
inter quoſdam Clericos circa eorum election Gra 
& voluit eos ut Ipſi & Alii dictæ Dn back 
eaſdem examinarent & determinarent, juxta Cle: 
exigentiam, & conſuetudines cujuſlibet Dioceh Ad; 
donec alit er ordinatum fuerit. And ſo all Rem ©... 
ſtrances of Injury and all Appeals for Right "a 
made to the Archbiſhop, or at leaſt in vac g 
of the See of Cant. to the Reverend the I! Ef 
ſident, and other Prelates ; as in 1689. Dr. 1150 


'd himſelf 
Cawley againſt Mr. Oldiſp, addreſs' d himſe 
1 5 „ — Houſe, & bumiliter petit ſibi jr 
juſtitiam fieri. 17 


„ 

14. In ſhort, If the Archbiſhop preſiding 
nn his Provincial Convocation, could demand 
the Opinion of the Lower Clergy to be ia ſome 
Caſes immediately' given in the Upper Houſe : 
And could at other times enjoyn them to re- 
turn to their own Houſe, and deliberate of the 
Matters propos'd by Him; and could aſſign 
them a Day to bring in their Anſwers ; and 
at their Requeſt could allow them ſtil] a longer 
time to draw up and preſent their Reſolutions 
to Him. | 


ments as to Things and Perſons, in preſcribing 

Books of Subſidy, Forms of Prayer, and other 

Ordinations; and committing the Draught and 

Reviſal of them to this or that Member, be- 

fore they had the approbation of the whole 

Houſe. 

If He could upon Canonical Obedience com- 

mand every Member of Both Houſes joyntly 

and ſingly to Subſcribe all Canons and Conſtitu- 

tions made by the Synod. If there were no 

Method of Communication between the 

Cergy ſo Aſſembled, and the King or Parlia- 
ment, but by the Mouth of the Archbiſhop, who 
delivered the Articles of Grievance, the Petiti- 
ions of Redreſs ; and even preſented the 
Grants of Aid and Benevolence, and brought 
back the King's Acceptance and Thanks to the 
Clergy for them. And more eſpecially as to 
Adjuſting the Time and Place of Meeting, of 
Receſs, and of Re-aſſembling: If theſe Circum- 
ſtances were intirely at the Archbiſbop's diſpo- 
al; and He did by the ſame Acts continue or 
prorogue the whole Body , by pronouncing 
his Will before the Prolocutor and Clergy pre- 
G3 3 ſent 


If He could make Many particular Appoint- 
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ſent with the Prelates, ot by ſending Intimati- de 
on to them in their Lower-Houſe; which In- E 
timating (in the conſtant uſe of the Word) did A 
not recommend a thing to be be done, but did ye 
notify a thing already done. an 

If the Archbiſhop could prorogue them to th 
an Hour, with exception to that Hour, in caſe ſhe 
the Parliament ſhould be Sitting at that very ſid 
Juncture: If He could call them together be- let 
fore the Day to which they had been prorogu'd, ne 


by due notice given to them; and before or 
1:pon any day affix'd for Meeting, could again thi 
prorogue them to a farther Time. If the en 
Archbiſhops before the Reformation, had theſe 


VII 
and other complete Powers over the Aſſem- Ar 
blies of their Clergy, (how concurrent ſoever far 
the Provincial Convocations were to the Na- by 
tional Parliaments) then had the Reformed Al 
Archbiſhops the ſame Rights and Powers over the 
their Provincial Synods and Convocations; 5. e. co 
excepting ſo far as they had ſubmitted to the nal 
King; by wbich Act of Submiſſion, Al their pr 
abatement of Authority did accrue to the co 
Crown, None at all to the Inferior Clergy. mi 

| have inſiſted the rather upon this Argu- ha 


ment, becauſe ſome Perſons have had a Noti- 
on, that our Reformation opened a perfect New | 
Scene of Convocations : And therefore before } 
that Period, they will allow no Precedent of 


Right or Ulage : Whereas in Truth, (except- up 
12g the Submiſſion of the Clergy, while yet a bli 
Popiſh Clergy) there was no more change in the 

Conſtitution of Provincial Convocations, than W ha 
there was in that of National Parliaments: to 
In Both which, continued Cuſtom had been and ex 


was to be the Chief Law. And therefore _ ; 
| er 
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der all the Changes of Religion under Hen. 8. 
Edw. 6. Q. Mary, and Q. Elizabeth, though the 
Acts indeed of Convocation were very different; 
yet their Inſtitutions and Orders, their Rites 
and common Methods of Proceeding were all 
the ſame; with the ſame deference of the Bi- 
ſhops and Clergy to their Metropolitan as Pre- 
ſident, except while Henry VIII. by ſome vio- 
lence of Supremacy appointed a Vicar Ge- 
1 

Not that there is any need of Reference to 
the remote Times of Popery, to aſſert the Pre- 
eminence of our later Primates in their Pro- 
vincial Convocations. No! Our Proteſtant 
Archbiſhops have all along quietly enjoy'd the 
ſame Right with their Predeceſſors, unaffected 
by any reſtraint but that of Royal Supremacy. 
And therefore to prove all the Powers and Au- 
thorities before-mention'd, we have a continued 
courſe of Precedents in our Regiſters and Four- 
nals fince the Reformation which when fairly 
produc'd to the World, will fo abundantly 
confirm this Matter, that plain honeſt Readers 
muſt admire there ſhould be ever made an un- 
happy Queſtion of it. 

But I had rather now obſerve and bleſs the 
particular Providence of God, in preſerving 
the Union and right underſtanding of the Arch- 
biſhop Biſhops and Clergy of each Province, 
_ all occaſions of their Publick Aſſem- 
lies. | | 

In the Times of Popery, the Inferior Clergy 
had ſome particular Pretences and Advantages 
to oppoſe their Archbiſhop. They could have 
excepted againſt their betag Summon'd by vir- 
tue of the King's Letters, and claim'd their 
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Subjection to no Authority but what was purely 
Spiritual. They could have much queſtion'd the 
Archbiſhop's juriſdiction, when there was of. 
ten another extraordinary Legat of the Roman 
See, within the Province, or at leaſt within 
the Nation. They could have taken opportu- 
nities of preſſing hard upon the Archbiſhop, at 
ſome eſpecial Jun&ures, when He was out of 
favour with the Pope, or with the King ; and 
could have had recourſe to ſuch offended Powers 
to ſupport em, and aſſiſt em in any ſuch At- 
tempts of Oppoſition. And then too, being 
generally employ'd in giving Aid and Contri- 
bution to the Xing, and often to the Archbiſho 
Himſelf, they could have perſiſted in Denial, 
or condition'd their Grants in ſuch manner, as 
might have extorted new Privileges, if they had 
thought it their Intereſt to endeavour for 'em. 
Beſides, the Religious could have pleaded many 
Papal Exemptions, and even the Seculars could 
have reſiſted and appeal'd either to the Roman 
Court, or to a General Council; and during 
ſuch Appeal depending, could have evaded the 
Archbiſhop's Monitions and Cenſures of 'em. 
And yet it pleas'd God, that none of theſe 
Temptations could prevail to diſturb the Peace 
of Synods or Convocations. We read of no 


Claims of the Lower Clergy to greater and | 


unwonted Privilezes; nor of any contempt of 
their Metropolitan's Authority; but they ſhew'd 
the Duty and the Wiſdom of Brotherly Love, 
and Canonical Subjection. 3 

So likewiſe ſince the Reformation, there have 
been ſome peculiar Seaſons of Advantage when 
the Lower Clergy could have more eaſily broke 


in upon the Archbiſtop's Superiority in Con- 


vocation. 
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vocation. While the Regal Supremacy was in- 
deed too High in the Adminiſtration of Church 
Affairs: While an [njunttion had in Fact more 
force than a Canon: While Eccleſiaſtical Com- 
miſſioners were above the Two Houſes of Con- 
vocation: While the Lower Houſe did conſiſt 
of many Puritanical and Genevian Members, 
who would have fell in upon any diviſion againſt 
the Archbiſhop and Prelates : While ſome po- 
tent Lay-Favourites could have protected and 
encourag d the Inferior Clergy in contending 
with their Governors : While the offers of ex- 
traordinary Aids and Benevolence could have 
ereated ſuch an Intereſt at Court, as ſhould 
have made their Pretenſions more plauſible, 
and perhaps more effectual: While ſome of the 
Archbiſhops were under the weight of the Sove- 
reign's Diſpleaſure, or under a Sentence of 
Suſpenſion and ſncapacity : Or while other Pre- 
lates had incurr'd the Jealouſy and almoſt the 
Odium of the common People, who under 
thoſe unjuſt Reſentments would have eſpuns'd 
any Quarrel againſt the Perſons, and the very 
Order of the Biſhops. And yet it pleas'd God, 
that amidſt theſe and other Dangers and Diſad- 
vantages, to which the Archbiſhops and their 
Suffragans were unhappily expos'd ; there was 
never any great Diſſention, never any Separ a- 
tion, rais'd in our Reformed Synods and Con- 
vocations 3 but Peace and Unity and perfect 
Correſpondence, to the great Benefit of the 
Proteſtant Religion, and to the eternal Reputa- 
ton of our Engliſh Clergy. 

| If any Diſputes of Power and Privilege had 
anhappily aroſe, I preſume no one Archbiſhop 
vould have inſiſted upon diveſting the a 
; O 
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of their Ancient Rights, or have aſſum'd more 
Authority over his Brethren, than his Prede. 


ceſſors had enjoy'd : No Biſhops would have 


juſtify'd any Arbitrary and Illegal Pretenſions of 
the Metropolitan : No Presbyrers would have 
betray'd their own Order, or given up their 
Church's Conſtitution. But only, the Archbi. 
ſhops would have pleaded the Ancient Rights 
and Pre- eminences of their See, and urg'd their 
Obligation in Conſcience, and in Honour to 
defend them: The Prelates would have conſider- 
ed the Laws and Cuſtoms of the Church, and 
would have own'd it their Duty to oppoſe any 
Innovations : The Presbyters would have ſhewn 
their humble Deportment to the Archbiſhop 
and Biſhops, in avoiding all unneceſſary Chal- 
lenges of independent Power; and above all 
in accepting, all reaſonable offers of Accom- 
modation. For what could the Clergy have 
Sain'd by any Feuds and Animoſities among 
themſelves! What, but to expoſe their Order 
and their Church to the Inſults of their Adver- 
ſaries on every fide ? 

Reflect, Sir, on the Revolutions of this 
Church and Nation. If the Torrent of Popery 
that broke in with Queen Mary had been at all 
owing to the Faction and Diviſion of our Pro- 
teſtant Clergy in Convocations under E- 
ward VI. Or if thoſe other Floods of Confuſi- 
on under Charles I. had been raisd or encreasd 
by any ſuch unhappy Breaches in our Eccle- 
ſiaſt ical Councils: How much muſt our Church 
and Clergy have then Anſwered for their owl 
Ruins? And what Comfort had it been, that 
their Deſtruction was from themſelves ? Bo! 

ia both thoſe JunQures of Miſery, they 5 
5 U- 
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„ Conſcience pure from this Offence : And this 
might move Almighty God the ſooner to re- 

e deem 'em from the deplorable effects of Hereſy 

and Schifin ; and twice to re-eſtabliſh that Beſt 

e of Churches, which it is our utmoſt Duty to 

ir Þ ſupport : Pray we God to preſerve it, to Us 
„and our Poſterity ! | 

ts You mention, Sir, another Complaint, that I 

ir have made the Execution of the Premunitory 

to Clauſe upon the Clergy to depend upon ſome 

er- ¶ due Return of it to the King. I did fo, before I 

nd © knew the Clauſe would be ſeemingly executed, 

and yer the Return omitted. I did ſay, Let Eccleſ. Sy- 
Mr. A. and I believe the Lawyers, that the Execu- nods. p. 
tion of Parliamentary Writs does depend upon the 294. 

due Return of them : The Writ is not legally exe- 

cuted, till the Return is made of it. then 

the Biſhop would execute the Premunientes upon the 

Clergy, to make his Execution full and legal, he 

muſt tranſmit his Return into ſome proper Office; 

and if any Diſpute ariſe, that Return entred upon 

Record can be the only Teſt of a Regular Execution. 

| muſt be alway of this Opinion, till any Au- Ib. p. 295. 
this  thorities of Fact or Law convince me to the Ib. p. 382. 
pery © contrary. I do think, when the Inferior Cler- 
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it all Ney were by the Præmunientes firſt calld to Par- 
Pro- Mliament 23 E. 1. 1295. there was the fame Re- 

Ed- urn made of the Clergy-Proctors by the Biſhop See D.Bra- 
afaſi-Mof each Dioceſe ; as of the Lay-Repreſenta- dy f 
easd MW iives by the Sheriff of each County. The Spi- * 
ccle-Nrtual and Temporal Commonalty had then fo * 


nearly the ſame Reſpect, that they had the ſame 
Name : For the Knights and Citizens were then oY any 
all'd Procuratores, as well as the Clergy ; and © 
both their Inſtruments of Delegation were then 
Pally ſtiP4 Procuratoria. Nor was the Premu- 

| xientes 
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nientes any Eccleſiaſtical Word, or appropriated 


to Summoning the Clergy ; but it was ſome. 
times applied to a like Parliamentary Call of 


the Laity, and to any other Juſt and Lawful 


Citation from the Civil Power; as in the fame 
year 23 Ed. 1. The Sheriff of Weſtmorland, 
certifies the King, that the Knights choſe for 
that County, could not appear (fo ſoon at leaſt) 
in Parliament.—— Ad diem in Brevi contentum 
3 * 10 n poſſunt venire, quia Omnes inter quindecim 
derer Re- & ſexaginta annos tam Milites libere tenentes quam 
2 Pedites PRAMUNITI nt quod ſint coram 
ſaur. 23 Dominis Dunelm Epiſcopo & J. Com. Warren & 
EI. eorum locum tenentibus apud pont em de Arnot die 
veneris prox. ante Feſtum Sancti Andreæ Apoſtoli, 
Cc. The Author of Rights, &c. of Convocati- 
on, has himſelf run the Parallel between the 
Lower Clergy and Laity call'd to Parliament, 
1 Ed. p. 40. Not only their Numbers in ſome mea- 
ſure proportionable, bur the Powers alſo with which 
they came originally the very ſame.— And the 
Procuratoria which were fram'd upon thoſe Writs 
for the Lower Clergy, anſwering almoſt in terms 
the Returns that were made for the Laity, 
GC. 
No doubt, by Original Call of the Lower 
Clergy, they were deſign'd to anſwer the ſame 
Ends, and to enjoy the ſame Rights in Parlia- 
ment, as the Lay Commons : And it by a con- 
tented Submiſſion to the Royal Summons, and 
a Chearful Aſſiſtance of the King and King- 
dom's Neceſlities, they had been Eaſy and Du- 
ciful in their Parliamentary Relation, the) 
might by degrees have roſe up to moſt or al! 
of thoſe Privileges, which were wiſely obtain d 
by the Lay Commons. But indeed the Nee 
| 0 
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of that Age were ſo little fond of parliamen- 
tary Rights, that — thought it an Impoſition 
to be call'd to thoſe Civil Councils of the 
Realm: And therefore by many ſteps of Re- 
juctancy and Remonſtrance, they disjoin'd them- 
ſelves as far as poſſible from thoſe National Aſſem- 
blies of Clergy and Laity; And fell into ſepa- 
rate Provincial Aſſemblies of the Clergy Alone, 
clearly of another Nature from their late 
Meetings in Parliament. 
But while the Lower Clergy were ſo incor- 
porated into the Civil Councils of the Realm, 
the ſame Parliamentary Methods were obſerv'd 
in reſpet of ſending up the Clergy as the 
Laity ; and the One were as duly return'd to 
the King as the Other, Upon the firſt Eſta- 
bliſhment of their Regular Call to Parliament, 
the Prior and Chapter of Bath, having been 
duly premoniſh'd by the Biſhop, made their Re- 
turn of Proctors directly to the King, as in two Part. 
expreſs Forms in the Regiſter of that Church, Vite. 
firſt publiſh'd by Mr. Prynne. After which time, * 2 
the Electing Clergy Seculars and Regulars, did - Fecleſ. 
take up and continue the practice of giving Synods, 
two ſeveral Procuratorial Inſtruments; One di- P. 382. 
reed to the Xing to ſatisfy their Obedience to 
his Summons ; the other in general to All Mer, 
Pateat Umiverſis, &c. to bind themſelves, and 
expreſs the Powers ſo committed to their 
Proxies. As the like cuſtom was for the Spi- Iemor au- 
ritual Barons in Parliament, when upon great 4: Dal- 
occaſions of their abſence, they tranſmitted One derby | 
laſtrument of Procuration directly to the King, F/*-Line 
Excellentiſſimo Domino ſuo, &c. to ſhew their 5 
Obligation of attending Him in Parliament: Anno 
The other of like Import directed at large to All 1309. &c. 
People 
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People, Univerſis pateat per Praſentes, &c. to 
notity and declare their being repreſented 
and concluded by ſuch Perſons. And tho' this 
Practice of Letters of Information directed to 
the King, might have been thought a ſufficient 


Notice or Return of duly executing the Pre- 
monitory Clauſe: Yet it ſeems highly probable, 

that beſide theſe particular Letters to the King 

from the Parties repreſented; every Biſhop 

made a General Return of all the Names of 

Prior or Dean, Archdeacons and ProQors of 
Capitular and Parochial Clergy in his whole 
Dioceſe. For it is certain, the Sheriffs did 

return the Names of Knights, Citizens, and 
Burgeſſes, choſe within their Bailywick or Coun- 

ty, in a ſolemn Certificate to the King. As in 

the firſt Date of the proper Præmunientes, 

Brevia 23 Ed. 1. We have the expreſs Form of ſuch 
23 Ed. 1. a Return of Knights and Burgeſles by Name, 
de Ferorne thus entitled by the Sheriff, Com. Weſtmorland. 
22 Nomina Militum & Burgen ſium eleftorum in balli- 
Burgens, d mea. So it is very likely, the Biſhops did 
ro Parlia- in ſuch manner Return the Names of the Cler- 
menta penes py call'd to Parliament within their Dioceſe : 
Tea Of which if we can find no expreſs Form now 
remaining upon Record; yet the very Form 
Mandaum Of the Biſhops premoniſhing their Archdeacons 
Joh. Ep; to execute the Royal Summons, does ſufficient- 
Linc. dat. ly imply the ſame Cuſtom.— Et quid ſuper biis 
6 Kal. Dec. duxeritis faciendum Nos vel locum noſtrum tenen- 
— of tes dictis die & loco vos Archidiaconi in forma 
rand. Dal - debita & vas officiales per veſtras patentes Literas 
derby. Fol. harum ſeriem & mitt endorum per vos Procurato- 
78. rum NO MI NA continentes. For the Biſhop 
(in this Act not at all accountable to the Arch- 

biſnop) could have had no need of the * 
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of the Proctors, but only in order to certify 

o moſe Names to the King : As they would no 

a W now Require the Names of the Members of 

s W provincial Convocations, but as they are oblig'd 

o io tranſmit ſuch Account to the Metropolit an. 

it This indeed was the natural courſe of Writs 

= and Wunder founded on the Conſtitution of 

e, our Church and State; that the Returns of 

g proxy to Parliament, were made directly to the 

Pp ng, becauſe call'd by Him to appear before es Ba 
of Il Him: But the Proxies to Provincial Synods, 2, 
of and to Provincial Convocations, were directed irs vol. 
le immediately to the Archbiſhop, becauſe Sum- 1. p. 116, 
id Enmon'd in His Name, to appear in Hi, Pre- 117, &c. 
1d Eſcnce. For this ſame reaſon, while the Premu- 

nientes was ſent from the King to the Dioceſans 

only of every Sce, without regard to the Arch- 

biſnop of either Province; as from 23 Ed. 1. to 

Ed. 2. ſo long the Returns were made only 

o the King, as to the ſole commanding Power. 

But when Ed. II. found the Dioceſan Biſhops 

k- upon the Principles of Church-liberty) too 

id remiſs in obliging their Clergy to appear in 

r- Parliament; and therefore thought fit to en- 

e: Join the two Archbiſhops to premoniſh the 

ow Wclergy of their reſpe&tive Province as well 

rm I the Biſhops to præmomſh the Clergy of 

50s Wicir ſeveral Dioceſes, to appear (not yet Pugdal. 
nr- a Two diſtin&t Provincial Convocations , 8 
biis but) in one National Aſſembly of Parliament: Lag MY 
en- ben the electing Bodies of the Clergy made mad. on 
wo ſeveral Returns, one to the King, before Coke, p. 
dom they were in the ſame manner to appear; 48 

ae other to the Archbiſhop, by whom they had 

been likewiſe commanded to obey the King. 

in 14 Ed. II. the Prior and Chapter of Mor- 

aer ſent one Certificate of executing the Pre- 
Dee 
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Regi; rawrientes to the Archbiſhop of Cant. Reverin: 


Prioris & 
Capit. Wi- 
gorn. 4d 
An. 1321. lentiſſumo 


ſtra, &c. 
Indeed the regular Election of Members to 


Parliament, did fo much depend on the Return 
of thoſe Members to the King; that if the 
King ſent ont his Precept for any occaſional 
Aſſiſtants in Parliament, without deſign of ma- 
king em continual Members; yet of ſuch Ele- 
ction a Return in Writing was legally made to 
the King, as upon the Right Notion, that the 
Royal Summons could not otherwiſe appear to 
be obey'd. Thus in 28 Ed. 1. when the King 
had occaſion to call a Parliament at Lincoln 
in the Octaves of Hilary 1300. upon the ur- 
gent Buſineſs of conſulting about his 
Right to the Realm of Scotland: He ſent his 
Precepts to the Two Univerſities of Oxford and 
Cambridge, to return a certain Number of their 
Learned Maſters to appcar in the ſaid Parlia- 
ment. Thoſe Two venerable Bodies made 
their Two ſeveral Returns by Letters directed 
Pryn. Ani- Exxcellentiſſimo Principi, &c. So that by the le- 
mad. on gal Conſtitution of our Government, no Ele- 
Coke, P. Hive Members were ever receiv'd into parlia- 
3736 ment, nor eſteem'd any Part of that National 
Council, unleſs their Election and Procuratorial 
Powers were certified in ſome due Form to the 
King. : 
And indeed the neglect and intermiſſion of 
theſe Returns of the Premon:ſh'd Clergy were 
the great reaſon why they were by degrees cul 
off from the Body of the Nation in Parliament. 


diſſimo in Chriſto Patri, &c. Noverit vrſtra Pa. 
ternitas, &c. and another to the King, Exxel- 
Principt.——— Noverit Excellentia ve- 


For when they had been long complaining of 
their 
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their Parliamentary attendance, and ſtruggled 
pa by all ways and means for an exemption from 
rl. it: And did at laſt obtain to have ther Provin- 


cial Convocations under their own Archbiſhop; 
to be accepted inſtead of their National Aſſem- 
blies under the King, as ſetled into Practice 
„ MW ſoon after the beginning of Ed. III. From that 
the time the Clergy began to drop their Regular 
Returns to Parliament upon the Premunient es 


Call ; and the King began to omit the Claim or 
Je. | Expectance of them, becauſe his State Purpo- 


to {5 of Aid were as well anſwered in the Pro- 
the vincial Convocations, as they had been or could 
ever be in the National Parliaments. And tho? 
ing the King ſtil] inſerted the Premunitory Clauſe in 
col Summoning the Biſhops, to preſerve his Right 
of calling the whole Body of the Clergy ; 
his and upon occaſion to reinforce their attendance 
his in Parliament, if they ſhould fail to obey his 
and vm mons, and ſerve his Neceſſities, in Convo- 
heir cation: Vet the cuſtomary Returns of Proctors 
lia- to Parliament were ſoon growing out of uſe, 
ade ! ll by later degrees they were fimlly omitted. 
ged And while ſo omitted, all other cautious Entries 
le. Nef Election and Procuration were but empty 


Ele- and inſignificant Forms, and could never autho- 
lia-horize the Lower Clergy to act in their Old 
onal Parliamentary Capacity. i 

ria Theſe Returns, I fay, were gradually inter- 


rupted long before they were totally omitted: 
And for this reaſon the Lower Clergy were 
tound preſent in ſome following Parliaments, 
and as certainly abſent in fome Others. And 
hene ver they were preſent, it ſeems that ſome 
due Returns were made of their Appearance. 
if we credit the Formulary f calling the Clergy 

26 
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Reg. Arun· of England to Parliament entred in the Firſt 
del.Pars 1 part of the Regiſter of Archbiſhop Arundel: 
fol. uit. We are told, there were two Procuratorial 
laſtruments to the reſpective Prottors of the 

Clergy, one of which they were themſelves to 

keep, the other to be delivered to the Clerk 

of the Parliament to be Inrolled by Him. There 

be many other Proofs and Suggeſtions of the 

like Nature. And even as low as the latter end 

of Hen. 8. if any Biſhop thought it moſt ſafe 

under a ſevere Prince to execute the Letter of 

the Premunientes Clanje, He thought it likewiſe 

Ne to certify the King's Highneſs of his 

aid Execution. So Richard Biſhop of Chiche- 

fter in the year 1539. made a ſolemn Retarn 

: directed To the moſt Excellent Prince. Hr 
0 have with all Reverence receiv'd your Brief and oniſh 
Epiſe.Ci- Mandate for coming to your Parliament by der tl 
ceſtr. fol. vertue and authority whereof, we have caus d to be WY N 
10. Premoniſh'd according to the Tenor of it, the Dean ther w 
and Chapter of our Cathedral Church, the Arcb- each 

deacons and all the Clergy of our Dioceſe, that effect 

they and every of them appear in Parliament at Nat he 

the ſaid Time and Place, &c. So that whenever 45 

any Biſhops ſhall think fit to renew the execu-Erriff, 

tion of the Premunitory Clauſe, they muſt like- t Int 

wiſe re · aſſume the method of making ſome Re- ab: 

turn upon their Execution; or elſe I preſume 

the Clauſe is not in Law Executed; nor have the 4 

Perſons in Law any Title to be Members of, r L 

or ſo much as Attendams upon, the Parlia-M rue; 

ment. ance 

I hear, it bas been made an Argument in the wa 

Mouths of ſome People, that the Sheriff of the ng! 

County was indeed oblig'd to Return thi b of 
Knights, Citizens and Burgeſſes, by vertue offell a: 

exprelx 6 le Q 
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him, Et habeas ibi hoc Breve, or more an- 


freve, Whereas there being no ſach Order in 
he King's Writ to the Biſhop, He did not lie 
nder the ſame Obligation with the Sheriff, to 
ertify or Return his Execution of the King's 
ymmand. But I doubt this is an Objetion 
hat will not bear to be put in Writing. The 
Habeas ibi hoc Breve in the Mandate to the She- 
f, was only to inforce the Return of the Writ 
to Parliament, where He himſelf was not re- 
i'd to appear in Perſon : Whereas the Bi- 
ops being by the fame Precept requir'd to 
xy their Perſonal Attendance, as well as to pre- 
mh their Clergy ; there was no need to 
der them to tranſmit the King's Writ, which 
ey were ſure to bring along with them. 
therwiſe the ordinary Clauſe in the Letters 
each Biſhop, Et hoc nullo modo omittatis, did 
effectually bind the Biſhop to ſatisfy the King, 
it he was guilty of no Omiſſion in this mat- 


eriff. And continued Practice (which is the 
t Interpretation of the Senſe of all Writs) 
s abundantly ſhew, that while the Inferior 
% were truly in Parliament, they were 
d or certified ſo to be, as well as the In- 
or Laity. | 

True, (as before intimated) when the Ap- 
xance of the Clergy in Provincial Convoca- 


ring in Parliament; becauſe the ſame Cival 
Wok aſſiſting the King were anſwered in one 
gell as in the other. From that time (about 
Wille of Edw. III.) the Biſhops were ſenſible, 
i H 2 that 


expreſs Injunction in the King's Precept to 
Dugdal. 
jently, Et habeas ibi Nomina Militum & hoc Summon. 


P- 7 5. E. 
1. ib. 49. 


H. 3. 


r, as the habeas ibi hoc Breye did oblige the 


ns was accepted as equivalent to their ap- 


* 


vincial Convocations : So long a diſtinction was 


obey' d; but the Concomitant Clauſe was no lol 


( 160 


that tho' the Præmunitory Clauſe was ſtill inſert. 
ed in their Summons, yet the Government did MW Pu 
not require nor expect any ſtrict and regular 
execution of it: And therefore their Lordſhips WW for 
might now intermit the Returns, or ſometimes I All 
formally make 'em, at their own diſcretion, W our 
Hence, for fear of advantage to be taken againſt I for 
them for default of Ancient Uſage, they did acc 
now 2nd then in an unequal manner execute cati 
the Præmonitory Clauſe, and certify their exe-} Nat 
cution of it. But to pleaſe the high Papal Pri: 
Clergy, and to aſſert the Churches indepen-W Præ 
dence on the State, they did frequently omit whe 
the very Premoniſhirg, and at leaſt the Return - the 
ing, all along from the middle of Edw. III. tofffl or fi 
the Reformation: And thence more eſpecially Th: 
to the preſent time. cus 

And during all theſe Reigns, while our King ni 
receded from their Will and Pleaſure of ſtrict lafe 
ly demanding the Lower Clergy's Appearancy leaſt 
in Parliament; and were content with the 
Equivalent of being aſſiſted by them in Pre 


plainly obſerv'd between the Principal Writ 0 
Summons to the Biſhop, and the Concomitan 
Clauſe of warning the Clergy. The Princip 
Writ requiring the Biſhop's own Appearanc 
was Mandatory, and was to be . punctual 


ger intended or interpreted to have the forc 

of a Precept, or literally to oblige in Law 0 
Conſcience: But it was either of the Nature 

a \Permiſſion to the Biſhops, that they might a 

{:cretiou bring their Clergy as of old to Parlia 

ment; or rather of a Reſerve or Salvo Jure to ti 

King, that he might reinforce their W 

| > 
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Attendance, whenever the Neceſſities of the 
Pablick ſhould ſo require. 

And thereiore whatever haſty Notions may 
for ſome deſign or other be advanc'd ; yet 
All Mea that read our Hiſtories, and underſtaad 
our Conſtitution will Von admire, that when 
for ſo many Ages our Kings of England have 
accepted of their Clergy iu Provinctil Convo- 
cations inſtead of their Clergy, 4s store, in 
National Parliaments: That when no one 
Prince has challeng'd the Right of having the 
Premunitory Clauſe perpetually obey'd : That 
when no one Parliament has ever reſolv'd, that 
the Lower Clergy are a neceſſary Pait ot em, 
or ſo much as a bounden Attendant on them : 
That when no one Biſhop has been ever ac- 
cus'd for not conſtantly bringing up his Premo- 
nd Clergy with Him: That when none of the 
laferior Clergy have ever remonſtrated or in the 
laſt complain'd, that they were not duly præ- 
moniſh'd, return'd, and admitted to Parlia- 
ment : When no Lawyers ever pleaded a 
Breach of Conſtitution, that the Lower Clergy 
were excluded or had abſented from theſe 
Great Councils of the Realm: That atter this 
Silence and Univerſal Conſent of All Parties 
concern'd, there ſhould at laſt ariſe a private 
Man, who (without any Intimations trom the 
King in Council, or any Reſolutions in either 
Houſe of Parliament, or any Opinion of the c. 
Learned Judges) ſhould of his own Senſe re- of Conroe: 
queſt, or rather enjoin, 2 Lords the Biſhops, cat. 2 Edit. 
o command the ſtrict Execution of their Parlia- p. 67e. 
mentary Summons on the Lower Orders of the Clcr- 

!): And do this with a pure impoling on their 
Lordſhips and the Clergy, i. e. to execute a 
Writ, without any Return of its Execution. 

= BY Nay, 
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Nay, and to inſiſt upon the Call of the Clergy 
to Parliament, when the only remaining 
Reaſon of their Call, that of aſſiſting the 
King and Kingdom's Neceſlities, has lately 
ceas'd. I fay Men of Reading and Underſtand. 
ing will admire, what ſach a warm Propoſal 
means: And tho' to ſerve a Purpoſe, it may 
de ſome little rime commended, and ſomewhat 
longer excus'd; yet it will on ſecond Thoughts 
be diſcovered to be a new and dangerous Pre. 
ject, that has no Hiſtory nor Policy to ſupport 
it; that would but divide the Church, and 
diſturb the State, and put our whole Conſtitu- 
tion out of Order. | 
You have but one more Objection to pro- 
pole, and that indeed ſo very material, that | 
ought to give you ſome Satisfaction in it. The 
Lower Clergy in Convocation, you ſay, are ſtill 
the Lower Clergy in Parliament; and there- 
fore muſt have the Privileges to act as a Par- 
Jliamentary Meeting, and not only as an Eccle- 
ſiaſtical Synod. And this, you ſay, I my felt 
have granted, p. 306, 307. There is no one Priui- 
lege or pretence of Privilege, that our Clergy ſhall 
have or ought to have, if they are return'd by the 
Premunicntes Clauſe, any more than if they are re- 
rurn'd only by the Provincial Writ : Unleſs they 
would exert the intrrrupred Privilege of giving the! 
ewn Y oney, and that I leave to their own diſere. 
tion, and to the Wildom of the Temporal Cum. 
mons. But as to any other Rights or Powers what- 
foever, I humbly conceive em to be the ſame Convo- 
cation, as they would be in Parliament. What | 


here affirm'd was true, and proper to the occa- 


on of it. It had been ſuggeſted as a plauli- 


ble ching, that it the Members of Convocation 


9 


on 
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on the Provincial Writ, ſnould in a double Re- 
turn be made Members of Parliament by the 
Premunientes Clanſe : This would enlarge the 
Privileges of the Clergy, and much advance 
their Powers. To this 1 anſwered, That if 
Mr. A. could have offered any one reaſon, that 
had a colour of Intereſt to the Clergy or the Church, 
I ſhould readily ſubmit to it. But in my appre- 
henſion, there was no one expedient Privilege 
of Parliament, but what the Clergy had ſuſh- 
ciently enjoy'd in Convocation. I did not in- 
deed think it any Church-Power or Privilege, 
for the Lower Clergy to be more ſeparated 
from the Prelates ; or to be leſs ſubje& to the 
Conduct of their Metropolitan. Thoſe. mode- 
rate and moſt beneficial Powers which I meant, 
| expreſly ſumm'd up, and conceiv'd them All 
the ſame in Convocation, as they would have 
been in Parliament. 
tary Proctors of the Clergy, or other Dignitaries in 
the ſame Reſpect, have a Right to preſent their 
Petitions and Motions to the King and the Two 
Houſes ? They have as much Right and Liberty in 
Convocation. Would the Premoniſh'd Clergy 
have the Parliamentary Privileges of Protection 
and Liberty to themſelves and their Servants ? 
They have as much when call d by the King's Pro- 
vincial Writ to Convocation. Mould the Clergy by 
Execution of the Premonitory Clauſe have the 
Right to be Summon'd and Prorogu d, and diſſolv'd 
with the whole Body of Parliament? The Clergy 
in their Provincial Convocations, concurrent with a 
Parliament, have the ſame Uſages, and equal 
Right to them. What is it we hal gain by the 
double Return, that we enjoy not by the ſingle 
Provincial Writ ? | made a ſort of Exception 

N e 40 


For would the Parliamen- Ib. p. 307. 


1664. 


Stat. 16, 
17. Car. 
2. Cap. 1, 
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to the interrupted Privilege of giving their 
own Money ; becauſe this Right of Property 
was the Original Call and the diſtinguiſhing 
Power of the Clergy in Parliament, and in 
relation to Parliament : Yet when the Provin- 
cialConvocations exerted this Power as effectually 
as the Parliament Meetings of the Clergy had 
before done ; then it was a Parliamentary 
Power devolv'd upon the Two Provincial 
Convocations; and continually enjoy'd by 
them, when they were in other reſpects cut 
off from the National Council in Parliament, 
And theretore I did not except this Privilege 
as inconſiſtent with a Convocation, in which it 
reſided for many Ages. And if ever the 
Clergy of England ſhould think it proper 
and fezſ1hle to re- aſſume the Right, they might 
exerciſe it in Convocations, as legally as they 
covld in Parliament. For it is well known, they 
receded trom the exerciſe of this Right in a 
folema Convocation ; and the Proviſo made by 
the Legiſlative Power was not to preclude or 
preindice the Clergy in ſuch ancient Rights 
and Cuſtoms : Pyovided always that nothing 
herein contained ſhall be dꝛawn into Example to 
the pꝛejudice of the ancient Rights belonging 
unto the Tozds Spiritual and Tempozal, 0! 
Clergy of this Realm. , his f 

And to be plain, If any Perſon had been 
ſincere in challenging the Parliamentary Rights 
ef the Clerpy in Convocatien: He ſhould have 
began with the Fundamemal Right of giving 
their own Money. If he could have obtain d 


che Ręſumption of this Power, He might have 
deen content with waiting for ſome conſe- 
quences ol it. But to plead for turning the 
| 8 | Con- 


L 
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r Wl Convocation into a Parliamentary Body of 
nen, and yet not dare to mention their firſt 
and laſt Parliamentary Right, that of Taxing 
n W themſelves : This was a little Artificial, if it 
vas no worſe. There may be, what is call'd 
ly policy, in ſuppreſſing the reſult of ſome Princi- 
d MI ples ; but the Honeſty is to be plain and open. 
ry Can any one imagine, that the Honourable 
al W Houſe of Commons does not underſtand the 
by MW Meaning of what is not yet expreſs'd ? Do we 
ut believe that any Stateſman will encourage the 
at, Lower Clergy to have a Parliamentary Relati- 
ge on in reſpect of their own Archbiſhop and 
it WY Biſhops, but not in reſpect of the King, Lords, 
or Commons ? Shall they have enough of a 
Parliament to diſſolve the nature of a Convo- 
cation Or a Synod, and yet not enough to be the 
leaſt Part of the Great Council of the Na- 
tion! 

Our Author indeed has modeſtly ſaid, That Rights,&c- 
it was fit our Conſtitution ſhould be altred, and that of Convoc. 
the Parliamentary Intereſt of the Lower Clergy P. 35. 
ſhould be reduc'd (as it is) ro Matters Eccleſia- 
ical, and ſuch things as concern either Religion, 
or their Order. But beſide the hard Expreſſi- 
on of its being fit that our Engliſh Conſtitution 
ſhould be altred; and beſide, that no one Clergy- 
man has Power to renounce any ancient Rights 
of his whole Order : This bold Declaration is 
indeed upon a Suppoſition purely falſe. For no 


ave W tereſt can be reduc d to what it was not; And I 
ing am confident, the Parliamentary Intereſt of 
nd WM the Clergy never was employ'd in Matters 
ave W Eocleſiaſtical, nor in ſuch things as directly con- 


cern'd Religion; but in Matters Civil, or ſuen 
things as concern'd their on Property, * 
5 wa i 4 
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the Peace and Safety of the King and King. MW 71 
dom. I can only now intimate what ſhall be W vc 
abundaatly prov'd, That the Clergy in Parlia- 
ment from 23 E. 1. to middle of E. 3. (nor be. Wl tr 
fore nor after) ever fram'd any Canon, or ma 
condemn'd any Doctrine, or cenſur'd any He. Bo 
retick, or acted any other way as Spiritual dic 
Judges. Nay, and when Provincial Convoca- tha 
tions about the middle of Ed. 3. call'd by the be 
King's Writ to be executed by the Archbi- ty 
ſhop's Mandate, were accepted by the Crown it 
as correſpondent and equivalent to the Parha- MW wo 
mentary Meetings of the Clergy : Even in thok wil 
Convocations the Pure Matters of Religion were and 
not for a long time tranſacted; but the Secu- L 
lar Buſineſs of giving Taxes, and redreſſing of 
Grievances only; unleſs apon urgent Occaſions, W Pro 
when the Archbiſhop reſolv'd the State Con- Þ hih 
vocation into a proper Eccleſiaſtical Synod. M nu 
And therefore it is a ſingular Argument, to þy t 
create an Intereſt, and then call it reducing of it, I cipl 
as if a Power could be reftor'd, which never not 
had a Being. Pre 
The detign was plainly this; To have the MW fcc] 
Clergy in a Lower Houſe, not ſo depending on It 
their Archbiſhop, nor ſo inferior ta the Sut- 
fragan Biſhops, as they were and muſt be in 
Synods and Provincial Convocations : And 
therefore to make em bear a Pariuamentar) 
Relation, for a Title to ſuch peculiar Privile- 


ges, as might make them the more diſtin W who 
guiĩſn d and conſiderable Repreſentatives of the W mon 
Church, and ſet them in ſome meaſure upon 3 W only 
Level with the Temporal Commons. T his may WW by t! 
fome time or other be attempted for a Pro- perh 
- je, but it will never ſucceed, while the Con- ue. 


ſtitution 
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ſtitution of Church and State is capable and 
worthy to be preſerv'd. | 


| may ſay, it was never till of late pre- 
tended, that a Lower Houſe of Convocation 
may have ſeveral Rights as a Parliamentary 
Body, which they could not have as a Syno- 
dical Aſſembly. A new Notion, that may for 
that reaſon pleaſe a while, and might poſſibly 
be encourag'd ſo far, as to leſſen the Authori- 
ty of our Eccleſiaſtical Governors ; but when 
it ſhall extend it ſelf where by degrees it 
would proceed, the Wiſdom of the Nation 
will oppoſe it, and not let the Laws of England, 
and the Conſtitution of Parliaments be changꝰd. 

How are the Clergy in Convocation a Part 
of Parliament? As Summon'd only by the 
Provincial Writ from the King to the Arch- 
biſhop 2 Or as return'd likewiſe by the Pre- 
munientes from the King to every Biſhop ? Not 
by the Provincial Writ alone by the very Prin- 
ciples and Practice of ſome Men: For they would 
not have ſo warmly contended for executing the 
præmonitory Clauſe, if they had thought of an 
Eccleſiaſtical Parliament without it. 

If by virtue of the Premunientes Clauſe ;, then 
are they no Parliamentary Aſſembly, till that 
Clauſe has been regwlarly executed; Nor is the 
Execution regular, till due Returns have been 
made to the Crown. Nor is it ſufficient, that 
a Part of them have been ſo return'd, unleſs the 
whole Body be uniform ; Some Members pre- 
moniſh'd to Parliament, and Others ſummon'd 
only to a Provincial Convocation, could not act 
by the ſame Rules and Meaſures. And then 
perhaps ſome Members might be admitted into 
de Convecational Houſe, that would have no 


Title 


( 108 
Title to the Parliamentary Meeting; as Dean 
of Windſor, Archdeacon of Weſtminſter, Chap. 
ter of Wolverhampton. And then again, all the 


other Members, if ſingly premoniſh'd to Par. ] 
liament, could not in that capacity meet at whi 
Paul's, nor be at all determin'd by the Archbi. Lig 
ſhop to any Time or Place different from the 1 
Letter of the Parliamentary Writ. Nor in mer 
this capacity could they treat of Religion, or Sub 
the Doctrine and Diſcipline of the Church, to © and 


which they are no way commiſſion'd or dire&- © fam 
ed by the Writ; but they ſhould confine them- to | 
ſelves to the difficult and urgent Affairs of the © tho 
King and Kingdom, and to the external Peace I cleſ; 
of the Church depending on the Safety of the the: 
State. Nor ſhould they treat of any Secular I met 
Buſineſs of Liberty and Property, as one Pro- vin 
vincial Part of the Clergy of England, but I ing 
they ſhould take in their Brethren of the other MW Kir 
Province, and be a National Body to be in any Po\ 
Senſe a Part of the National Parliament. In of 
ſhort, ſo many are the Abſurdities of an Eng- I of 
liſh Convocation, commencing a Part of an Eng- 
liſh Parliament; that it cannot be aſſerted with- anc 
out a violent deſign upon the Conſtitution both MW Cle 
of Synods and Parliaments : Nor can it be main- WM ſho 
tain'd without the utmoſt Confuſion of Things W on! 


and Perſons, VO 
If we conſider the Laws and Cuſtoms of MW wit 
England, they entirely determine this matter : W ot! 


They moſt evidently ſhew, That the Clergy | 

now in Convecation are an Aſſembly far different W tic 

from the Clergy formerly in Parliament. And WF tec 

they do as fully demonſtrate, That the Lower W Bi 

Clergy , if now again Premoniſh'd and Re- Ki 

tura'd to Parliament, would be a — and W thc 
| eP** | 
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ſeparate Body from what they are and ever 
have been, in Synods or in Provincial Convo- 
cations. 15 888 

To hint at theſe Marks of Diſtin&ion, 
which I imagine will be ſoon ſet in a fuller 
Light. | 

The Writs for Calling the Clergy to Parlia- 
ment, and to Convocation (ſince the Statute of 
Submiſſion) muſt be Both from the Crown 
and yet they do not ſeem to proceed from the 
fame Fountain of Royal Authority. The Writs 
to Parliament are from the Civil Supreme; 
thoſe to Convocation are rather from the Ec- 
cleſiaſtical Supreme. The Dioceſan Writs 
therefore to præmoniſn the Clergy to Parlia- 
ment are from the King and Council; the Pro- 
vincial Writs to the Archbiſhops for ſummon- 
ing Convocations are by ſole Order of the 
King. And to evince the different Seat of 
Power, the Writs for Parliament proceed out 
of one Office; the Writs for Convocation out 
of another. | 

The Direction of theſe Writs and convey- 
ance of them is very different ; thoſe for the 
Clergy to Parliament ſent equally to every Bi- 
ſhop of the Kingdom, and to the Archbiſhops 
only as common Dioceſans : But thoſe for Con- 
vocation to the Archbiſhop of each Province, 
with no immediate notice from the King toany 
other Biſhop. 

Hence the Two Writs will as much differ in 
their Execution. Thoſe for Parliament execu- 
ted in the King's Name, immediately by the 
Biſhops of the Nation, as Barons ſubject to the 
King : Thoſe for Convocation in the Archbi- 
!hop's Name, executed mediately by the Bi- 

| ſhops 


— — _— ——— 
-- _ 
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ſhops of the Province as Suffragans to their 
Metropolitan. 152 

And therefore the Return of the Writs very 
different. A Return or Certificate upon the 
Præmunientes made to the King, or tranſmit- 
ted into ſome Office of the Crown. A Return 
to the Provincial Writ made finally to the 
Archbiſhop as Preſident of Convocation. The 
ſame difference in the Inſtruments of Procura- 
tion, the Time and Place of Meeting different. 
The Przmoniſh'd Clergy to attend at the ex- 
preſs Day and particular Place of opening the 
Parliament: The Convocational Clergy uſually 


at ſome other Time, and conſtantly at ſome 


other Place; Both commonly preſcribed by 
the King, and yet then referr'd to the Arch- 
biſhop's Diſcretion , to be farther continued 
and prorogued in Time and Place, as he ſhall 
think expedient. 

T he Perſons Summon'd to Convocation very 
different from thoſe warn'd to Parliament. The 


. Clergy of one Province only to the firſt, the 


Clergy of the whole Nation to this latter. 
Nor were the ſame Clergy of the ſame Pro- 
vince equally in Both Aſſemblies, ſome exclu- 
ded from Parliamenr, and yet allow'd in Con- 
vocation ;z as more eſpecially in the Province 
of Tork. And even ſo formerly the diſt inction 
was much greater, when many of the Infer ior 
Religious did appear in Convocation , who 
were exempted from the Call to Parlia- 

ment. | 
Even the ſame Members act in a different ca- 
pacity ; the Biſhops appear in Parliament as 
National Peers or Barons, and Part of the Ci 
Legiſlature. In Convocation they appear as 
Com- 
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Comprovincial Suffr agans, and a chief Part of 


the Eccleſiaſtical Judicature. And therefore 
they have had a different Name or Title to 
denote their different capacity ; In Convocati- 
on they are properly Prelates and Suffragans ; 
they are Lords Spiritual only in Parlia- 
ment. 

The Nature of their Juriſdiction , and the 
Obligation of their Laws were eſſentially dif- 
ferent. The Biſhops and Clergy in Parliament 
were one of the Three Eſtates of the Realm: 
And while they preferr'd any Petitions or Ar- 
cles that were paſs'd into Laws, thoſe Laws 
for the Church had a Civil Sanction, and did 
oblige by Temporal Penalties. But in Convo- 
cations, as in Synods, the Biſhops and Clergy 
were one ſingle Eſtate of the Church, and there- 
fore never made or Conſented to any Conſti- 
tions, but as in foro Eccleſiaſtico, and could 
ratify em only with Spiritual Cenſures. 

In ſhort, the Capacities, Powers and Pro- 
ceediags of the Clergy in Convocation are ſo 
rery different from what they were and would 
de in Parliament: That now to mix and unite 
the Eſſential differences of Engliſh Convecations 
nd Parliaments, is to break up all the Fences of 
dur Conſtitution, and to lay Church and State 
n common Waſte. Perſons may confound the 
noſt oppoſite Beings, but their own Nature 
vill of neceſſity divide em. 

It were eaſy to prove, what I have before 
utimated, That when about middle of Ed. III. to 
atify the Clergy themſelves, they were allow'd 
by degrees to recede from their conſtant atten- 
lance in Parliament : And their appearance in 
"rovincial Convocations under the * 

ans 
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tins (at the King's Call to Anſwer the King 
occaſions) was accepted by the Crown as equi. 
valent to their Parliamentary Attendance, 
From that time, I ſay, it were eaſy to prove, 
That tho' the Præmunientes Clauſe was (till pre- 
ferv'd in the Biſhops Writs as a Security to 
the King, and as an aw upon the Clergy ; ye 
it was very rarely executed, tho' ſeemingly 
kept up in ſome empty Forms of Citation, 
Election, and Procuratorial Letters, contrivd 
to indemaity the Biſhops and Clergy, if the 
offended Civil Power ſhould call them to Ac- 
count for any ſuch Neglect or Abſence. [ Iriſh 
fay, rarely executed, becauſe the King's Right to g+e1a; 
call the Lower Clergy to his Parliaments, and indi- 
the Lower Clergy's Right to aſſiſt the King in Kief@, 
Parliament, were neither of 'em actually re- Nio ex 
nounc'd, or abſolutely deny'd: And therefore 
upon extraordinary occaſions, the Lower Cler- 
gy might /omerimes make their perſonal appear - 
ance in Parliament, and might ſometimes de- 
pute one or more Lay-Proctors to conclude 
*m. But giving their Aids and Subſidies alto- 
gether in Convocations , and affecting inde- 
pendence from the Civil Legiſlature : They 
did as effectually as they could exclude them- 
ſelves from Parliament; till by degrees they 
were not expected; and at laſt (about tis 
Reign of Hen. VIII.) would not have gain d ad 
mittance, if they had inſiſted upon their AB 
cient Right. "x 

But becauſe moſt People are content to drop, 
the times of Popery, and would be only ati... 
fied in the Conſtitution of Church and King 
dom fince the Reformation I ſhall in ſhort 0 


ſerve, That in the Time of Hen. VIII. and ſc 
down 


3 
WW downward, the Lower Clergy were never 
u. thought to be in Parliament: Nor would our 
e. Succeſſive Engliſh Parliaments ever own or al- 
'e, low the Convocations to be any Part of 'em, 
© WW or to bear any legal Relation to them. 
to As to the Reign of Hen. VIII. the Statute 
et for Ireland 28 H. 8. c. xii. is evidence, That 
ly Wl the Clergy of England had neither then nor 
"n, ſome time before any Right in Parliament; but 
"Ul were call'd only in a concurrent Convocation 
the to be occaſional Counſellors and Aſſiſtants up- 
\c-W on the pure Matters of Religion. It ſeems the 
if Clergy had preſerv'd their Parliamentary 
OW Relation longer than the Engliſh ; but Hen. VIII. 
and finding them averſe to the good deſigns of 
 WEReformation in that Kingdom, was reſolv'd 
re: to exclude em from all Voice and Suffrage in 
ore Wthe Parliament of Ireland, and to bring them 
ler- down to the State of Engliſh Convocations. 
ar- And therefore the Af againſt Proctors to be 
de- any Member of Parliament does declare, That 
udeſf foafmuch as at every Parliament begun and 
holden within this Land, Two Pꝛoctoꝛs of every 
"WOioceſe within the lame Land, have been uſed 
ind accuſtomed to be ſummoned and warned tg 
k at the lame Parliament, which were never by 
he ozder of the Law, Uſage, Cuſtom, oꝛ other- 
iſe any Member o2 Parcel of the whole Body of 
he Parliament, noz have had of Right any 
Vice o2 Suffrage in the ſame, but only to be 
there as Counſellozs and Aſſiſtants to the ſame, 
Wd upon ſuch things of Learning, as ſhould 
uppen in Controverſy to declare their Opinions, 
ach like as the Convocation within the Realm 
f England, ig 8 every Parliament 
"un and holden by * ing's Highneſs _ 
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tial Licenſe, as His Majeſty's Judges of biz 
ſaid Realm of England, and divers otbers ſub 
ſtantial and learned Men, having g2oundl[y en: 
quired and examined the Root and firſi Eſtablich 
ment of the ſame do clearly determine, and yet by 
reaſon of this Sufferance, and by tbe continu: 
ance of time — They now of their ambſtſoug 
minds and pzefumption — do temerarioully pre. 
ſume. and uſurptly take upon themſelves to be 
parcel of the Body, in manner claiming that 
without their aſlents nothing can be enacted at any 
Parliament within this Land. Uherefoze be it 
enaſted — That thc ſaid Pzocto2s ne any of them 
ſo ſummoned oz warned to any Parliament — 6 
ne ſhall be any Member 02 15 arcel of the Body 
of the ſame Parliament, ne ſhall give ne habe 
any Uoice, Opinion, Allent, ne Agzeement tz 
any Act, P 2oviſion oz Opdinance, ——— 


From which Act it is very plain, That th 
Clergy of England did not now claim (like thok 
of Ireland) to be any Member or Parcel of Par 
liament, but were content to be the Body of: 
Convocation, not alway depending on, Or uni 
ted to the Parliament, but commonly begun ant 
helden by the King's Highneſs Special Licenſe, i. e 
by his Mandate to the Archbiſhop, or Roya 
Provincial Writ: Nor then to meddle or concer 
themſelves with any Parliamentary Rights0 
Privileges , but to be Spiritual Counſellors at 
Aſſiſtants to the Parliament in bare Matters 
Religion; and ro declare their Opinion 6 
ſuch things of Learning, as ſhall happen in Cl} 
zroverſy ; which is ſtil] the Nature and Deli 
of an Engliſh Convocation. 


1 EE 
In the Reign of Edw. VI. the Clergy were 
ſenſible, that the loſing their old Parliametri- 
n Wl tary Relation was ſome prejudice to their in- 
lb: Wl tereſt in the Srare : And therefore, if poſſible, 
bv Wl would have now recovered; what they before 
u. fo unwillingly laid down. In Convocation, 
us Ed. VI. In Inferiori Domo concordatum fuit, , g,, con- 
Nt- Dominus Prolocutor nomine totins Domus re- 
ut | a vocat. 
be ſerat Re verendiſſimo ſubſequentes Petitiones.— 1547. 
hat 2. em ut pro nonnullis urgentibus cauſis Con- 22 Nov. 
my vocatio hujus Cleri SI FIERI POS SIT 
de it matur & co-optetur in inferiorem Domum 
hem Parliaments ſicut ab ANTIO V O feri 
tonſue vit. Accordingly the Petition and Re- 
queſt made by the Clergy of the Lower 
Houſe of Convocation to the Archbiſhop and 
Prelates was, That according to the Ancient Hiſt. Ref. 
Cuſtom of this Realm, and the Tenour of Lol. 2. 
the King's Writ for the Summoning of the Par- Collect. B. 
lament , which be now and ever have been di- 16 Neal 
W 1:4 to the Biſhops of every Dioceſe, the Clergy ; 
of the Lower Houſe of the Convocation may be 
adjoined and aſſociate with the Lower Houſe of 
the Parliament; or elſe that all ſuch Statutes 
md Ordinances as ſhall be made concerning all 
Matters of Religion and Cauſes Eccleſiaſtical, may 
wt paſs without the ſight and aſſent of the ſaid 
ergy. And ſoon after they repeated their 
lumble Suit unto the moſt Reverend Father in 
bod, my Lord Archbiſhop of Canterbury, and Ib. Num. 
al the other Biſhops, that it may pleaſe them to 17+ 
le a Mean to the King's Majeſty, and Lord 
protector s Grace, that the ſaid Clergy according 
u the Tenour of the King's Writ, and the An- 
ent Laws and Cuſtoms of this Noble Realm, 
ght have their Room and Place, and be aſſo- 
I 2 ciated 
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tiated with the Commons in the Nether Houſe of 

this preſent Parliament, as Members of the Com. 

monwealth, and the King's moſt humble Snbjefts, b 
From the Words, and occaſion of theſe Two o. 
ſeveral Petitions , theſe conſequences are, II 
think very plain. 1. That by the Rules of I th 
Convocation , the Lower Clergy (upon the I 4 
Senſe of any Grievance, or the Defire of any MW m 
Favour) could regularly addreſs to no other th 
Powers or Perſons, but to the Archbiſhop and 5 
Prelates in the Upper Houſe, who were tobe WM 
the only Mean to the King's Majeſty, and du 
to his Miniſters, in behalf of the ſaid Lower © 
Clergy. 2. That the Inferior Dignitaries and tle 
Proctors were now at leaſt excluded from their“ 
Old Place in Parliament; For their Petition of i N 
Recovery was a ſufficient Acknowledgment of 
their being outed of Poſſeſſion. 3. That their 
being readmitted to a Parliamentary Quality 
muſt be by vertue of the Præmunientes Writ 
to every Biſhop; not by any force of the 
Provincial Writ to the Archbiſhop. This Lat- 
ter making them a Convocation, while the firf 
only could make *em any Part of Parliament. 
4. That theſe Petitions were made by the Po- 
piſn Clergy upon a proſpe& of the Reformati 


on to be made in Parliament; and in ordeſ d 
it poſſible to hinder that Reformation; as the] the 
proteis'd their delign , in requiring at leak dif 
that no Acts might be paſs'd concerning Ma ane 
ters of Religion and Cauſes Eccleſiaſtical witi for 
out their Aſſent, or at leaſt without their Pri 
ty. F. It is certain, the Petitions were 10 BY 


granted. 
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In the Reign of Queen Mary, it is obſerva- 
ble, That the Popiſh Clergy being now ſecure 
of their old State of Religion, were content 
with an Exemption from Parliament: And 
therefore among all their Petitions for Eccle- 
ſiaſtical Liberty, I do not remember they ever 
mov'd for Reſtitution to Seat and Suffrage in 
the Parliament. But indeed the Proteſtant Cler- 
gy ſeeing themſelves over-powered in Convoca- 
tion, would have took refuge in their Anti- 
quated Parliamentary Rights; Upon this Prin- 
ciple, Mr. Archdeacon Philpot pleaded before 
the Council, Nevemb. 6. 1555. That he was not 
accountable for words ſpoken in Convocation, becauſe 
that Houſe being a Member of Parliament, ought 
to be a Place of free Speech for All Men of the 
Houſe by the ancient and laudable Cuſtom of this 
Realm. But the Lords Rich. and Windſor ſpoke 
the Senſe of the Board, and I preſume of the 
Jadges and Lawyers of that time; that rhe 


Convocation was no Part of Parliament, tho by an 


old cuſtom it was called together by one Writ of 
Summons with the Parliament. Which latter 
part of their Judgment is not accurately ex- 
reſs'd ; For the Convocation was never call'd 
y one and the ſame Writ of Summons with 
the Parliament; but by a different Writ of a 
different Nature, however firſt by Accident, 
and then by Cuſtom, concurrent with the Writs 
tor Parliament. | 
Under Queen Elizabetb, the Reformed Cler- 
gy being confin'd to Convocations without re- 
ſpect to Parliamentary Voice or Intereſt, were 
again ſenſible, that they ſhould have a much 


greater influence upon Church Affairs, it cher 


could be let in to the Civil Legiſlatu s. Ani 
OT EI ] 3 there 
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therefore there was a Paper offered to Q. Eliza. 
Hiſt Ref. beth, containing Reaſons to induce her Majeſty 
OS Ye that Deans, Archdeacons, and ſome other of her 
by _ Grave and Wiſe Clergy may be admitted into the 
8 ig, Lower Houſe of Parliament. | | | 
Rights of Mr. A. in haſt call'd this Paper, Biſhop Ra- in th 
Convocats Vis's Rea/ons preſented to Q. Elizabeth, when yet ch 
p. 41. the Queen was dead before Ravis was a Biſhop; poſit 
and He was concern'd only many Years atter clel 
in tranſcrihing a amending that Paper for Met 
the view of King James. | . 

But however by the Title and whole Te- beſt 
nour of that Petition, we cannot find , that beca 
they would have the Lower Houſe of Con- then 
voc ation declard to be any Member of Lay 
Parliament; or as join'd with the Upper Houſe +4 
to be one Eſtate of the Realm, the Biſhops and then 
Clergy 1n Parliament. But they ſeem rather ** 
to have projected, that ſome part of the more excl 
Wiſe and Grave Clergy ſhould be admitted in- % 
to the Honſe of Commons to adviſe and aſſiſt au 
in the Cauſes of Religion. However, theſe things that 
appear by their ſeveral Articles of Re- ey 

neſt... Vn, 

By the 2d they acknowledge, That 10 Cauſe ” 
concerning Religion may be handled — ber © 
Majeſty's ſpecial leave, but with the manijeſt im- off 
peaching of her Prer ogative Royal, and contempt the 
the Order by Law eſtabliſued. By the ꝗth, they 
confeſs the Lower Clergy to be now excluded ker 
from any Union with the Parliament, tho? they 550 
think, It doth not appear, Why they were excludes, wh 
By the 5th they diſclaim any Relation to Par- pt 
1ament by vertue of the Provincial Writ, and a 
ſo aſſembled as a proper Convacation : For 
they reſolve their Parliamentary intereſt intotbe 

| | | | | ” om 18 N . . =_— old 
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old Execution of the Premunientes Clauſe, which 
Clauſe they obſerve to be ſtill inſerted, but 
not to be ſtill executed. They are yet to this 
day called by ſeveral Writs, diretled into the ſeve- 
ral Dioceſes under the Great Seal, to aſſiſt the Prince 
in that High Court of Parliament. By the 7th aud 
8th they ground their Requeſt upon this Sup- 
polition, that the Inferior Clergy in their Ec- 
cleſiaſtical Capacity did not then Vote for 
Members of Parliament; which if they had 
then done (as they now do) they had loſt the 
beſt Argument of Returning their own Proctors; 
becauſe in Voting for Knights of the Shire, 
they had been ſufficiently concluded by thoſe 
Lay-Repreſentatives. For they argue, T hat 
in the Aſſembly of Parliament every Shire hath 
their Knights, and every incorporate Town their 
Burgeſſes, only the Clergy and Umverſities are 
excluded, and thereby of all other in worſt con- 
dition. For the Wiſdom and Fuſtice of this Realm 
doth intend, That no Subject ſhould be bound to 
that Law, whereunto He himſelf (after a ſort ) 
have not yielded his conſent ;, but the Clergy and 
Univerſities might then be concluded by Law, wit h- 
out their Conſent, without their juſt Deſence, with- 
out their Privity. This hardſhip is now taken 
off from the Univerſities and the Clergy ; and 
therefore this Reaſon is taken off wich it. But 
it is certain, whenever this Petition was of- 
fered, it had no effect at all with the Qucen 
and her Council. For the Clergy during her 
whole Reign kept ſtrictly within the Bounds 
of a Provincial Convocation, and were never al- 
low'd any thing of the nature of a Parliamen- 
i Meeting. As all the Journals of both 

TIM 14 Houſes 
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rnal 
E. of Com- they would hold no manner of correſpondence 


mons N. i. with the Inferior Clergy ; nor even confer with 
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248. 


out of their own Journal. 
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Houſes in Parliament and Convocation do te- 
ſtify beyond Diſpute. 

In the Reign of K. James 1. the ſame Pape 
for admitting the Clergy into the Lower Houſt 
of Parliament, was written over with ſome 
Variatior.s and Amendments by Biſhop Ravi 
own hand, to be preſented to the King. We 
know little of the delivery or acceptance of it : 
Bur we are ſire, there were no ſuch Propoſals 
put in any fort of practice for that whole Reign. 
How little the Houſe of Commons thought them- 
ſelves related to the Lower Houſe of Convoca- 
tion, may appear from the following ExtraQs 
An. 1. Fac. when 


the Biſhops themſelves as Prelates in Convocation, 
but only as Lords of Parliament. | 


Die Lune 16 Apr. 1604. Mr. Speaker pub- 
liſneth to the Houſe, That he underſtood by 
Meſſage from his Majeſty , that he had taken 
knowledge of the Complaints made againſt the Pro- 
ceedings of the Comm ſſary's Courts, and of their 
aefire to treat touching Rejormation of Matters of 
Religion. Before they intermedled in theſe things, 
He wiſh'd they would confer with the Members of 
the Convocation- Houſe. Upon this Meſſage there 
grew ſome diſpute, and ir was urg d, That there 
was; no Preſident of any Conference with a Con- 
vocation. But it was ſaid, they would be ready 
ro conſer with the Biſhops as Lords of Parliament, 
and wiſh'd, that ſo much might be made known to 
his Majeſty. Ren Beet N 4 


Die 
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Die Martis 17 Apr. 1604. Mr. Speaker en- Th. pagi · 
largerh the Meſſage from His Majefty, rouching 
Matters of Religion. That bis Majeſty wiſheth an 

> abſolute Reformation. That in ſome things the Con- 

> Wl wocation may have aſſiſtance from this Houſe, &c. 

Je manner of this Proceeding again diſputed, and 

e in the end thought fit and ſo ordered to have Con- 

ference with the Biſhops as Lords of the Upper 

Houſe touching theſe Matters. 

Die Mercur. 18 Apr. 1604. Upon a Motion in 
touching Matters of Religion.. Afr. Speaker 3 
took occaſion to deliver his Majeity's further plea- 
ſure. That touching thoſe Matters he had given 
Power by his Letters-Pattents to the Members of the 
Convocation Houſe, to declare, conſider, and de- 
termine; that his. Majeity would make no newer 
Preſidents, wauld protect us in that we have, and 
not ſubject us to any other, and wiſheth we would 
confer with the Biſhops as Lords of Parliament; 
which was agreed, and the Meſſengers appointed 
to move to that purpoſe. Or as in the Journal Ib. p. 404 
en of the Houſe of Lords, 18 Apr. 1604. The 
- Commons were willing to have ſuch a Con- 
eir ference with ſome ſelect Number of the Bi- 

* ſhops; ſo as they might confer with them 
* as Lords of the Higher Houſe of Parliament, 
* and not in ſuch condition and quality as 
they are of the Convocation-Houſe. 

Die Jovis 24 Mali. 1604. Sir Francis Haſtings 
remembreth the Proceeding touching Matters of Ib. p.6o1, 
Religion in the late Conference. Upon one of 602. © 
the Heads referr'd to the next Conference, Learned 
Miniſters how to be ſetled by Law, ſome of the 
Convocation- Houſe to attend and deliver Reaſons 
or Agreed. Or 


"= 


Die 5 
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Die Veneris. 8 Junii 1604. Sir Francis Ha- 
ſtings maleth Report of the Meeting and Confe- F 
rence of the Sub-Committees of Both Houſes at 
Whitehal upon Monday lat. An Inſtrument 
read by a Biſhop coming from the Convocation i » 
Houſe, viz. A Miſlike uttered that the Houſe of | 
Commons ſhould deal in any Matters of Religion. 
— Diſliked of the Conference of the Biſhops with 
Us. That it prejudg d the Liberties of the Church: 
That if the Biſhops would not deſist, they would 
appeal to the King, who had given them authority 
to deal only in theſe Matters. ———Sundry Motions 
enſu d this Report. Among others,—T hat we 
ſhould proceed to ſend for the Inſtrument till we 
know whether it be the fault of the Convocation, 
Some of this Honſe being of the Convocation- 
Houſe, let us enjoyn them to bring a Copy of the 
Letters of Authority granted to that Houſe. 
An At of Parliament will bind the Matter of 
Ceremony more , than a Convocation Pamphlet. 
——Papifts get too much encouragement from tht 
Convocation Houſe. 

Die Mercur. 13 Junii 1604. Sir Francis Ha- 5 
ſtings reporteth the Travel of the Sub-Committee: I he 
appointed to ſearch Preſidents touching intermedaling | 
with Matters Eccleſtastical. Many Preſident: 
and Laws produc d. Agreed, to deſire that ti Hof 
Submiſſion of the Biſhop in Writing may be ſent dow» 
hither, and here recorded. | = 

Die Jovis 21 Junii 1604. 4A Que ſtion mov's 
rouchino the Initrument of Inhibition from tht 
Convocation-Houſe read at the laſt Conference fu 
Matters of Religion. As alſo touching the Sub- 
miſſion, aud Book of the Biſbop of Briſtow.— Ari 
pon ſeveral Que tions Reſolv d. — 1. To pray Com 
ference touching the Inſtrument read by the Biſuif 


( 123) 
a the late Conference, taxing the intermedaling of 
this Houſe in Matters of Religion. 2. To deſire 


" Wl the ſubmiſſion of the Biſhop in Writing to be deli- 
'* Wl ered unto them publickly in the Houſe before the 
0 


Lords. And that the Books might be prohibited 
and ſuppreſs d. 

Die Veneris. 29 Junii 1604. Matters for à p. 732, 
Conference with the Lords ———Submiſſion or Re- 783. 
cognition of the Biſhop. Queſtion ef the Authority 
of this Houſe, and of the Convocation Houſe in 
Matters Eccleſiaſtical. 5 
Die Lunæ 2 Julit 1604. Sir Francis Haſtings 
maketh a brief Report of part of the late Conſe- 
rence had with the Lordi. Ihe Matter of the 
Convocation Houſe. — Ihe Submiſſion of the Bi- 
ſhop in his charge. Then the jormer Inctru- 
ment of the Convocation, &c. that the Laity had 
nothing to do, &c. read again. But the Biſhop 


7 %% London ſaid, they conceiv'd the Privilege of 

let. Parliament to Stand upright, therefore wiſh'd there 

z thi might be no more ado made of it. 

Ha- From theſe Debates and Reſolutions there 

2 be many plain and, eaſy Inferences, which 1 
ing 


leave to All that can judge of thoſe times, or of 

our own. I cannot but obſerve another Inſtance X NE 
of the Opinion of the H. of Commons in that Pref, 
Reign; how tender of their pwn Parliamen- p. 257. 
tary Rights, and how jealous of the Convoca- 
tion's pretending to 'em. An Inſtance that 

Dr. A. himſelf ſhould have given; For He re- 

lates, that Dr. Cowel's Interpreter was cenſur'd 

bythe Two Houſes, 4s aſſerting ſeveral Points to the 
overthrom and deſtruction of Parliaments, and of 

te fundamental Laws and Government of the 
$;154om. He repeats one Article charg d Upon 
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Him, and might have added this other; that 
on Satrrday 24 Febr. 160g. a Report was made 
Fournal of in the H. of Commons from a Committee, That 
Hof Com. they had examined certain Heads raſhly, dange- 
ronſty and pernicionſly aſſerted in the ſaid Book, 
call"d,the Interpreter ; As among the Particu- 
lars. Sthly, in verbo Proctors of the Clergy, 
Theſe Proctors of the Clergy howſoever of 
late days, had beretofore Place and Suffrage in 
the Commens Houſe of Parliament. —T his gave 
the great Offence, becauſe they thought it a 
violence to the Conſtitution of Parliaments, and 
a falſe Pretenſion of the Clergy : For theſ: 
Proctors in Convocation, were not the ſame with 
thoſe Proftors of the Clergy in Parliament, and 
never had Place or Suffrage in the Commons 
Houſe. Thoſe old Parliamentary ProQtors of 
the Clergy were call'd by different Writs of e 
different Authority, with different Powers to 
a different Place and Time. And therefore 
this confounding of the Clergy Proctors in 
ancient Parliaments. and preſent Convocations, 
was it ſeems one part of thoſe Outlandiſh Pe- 
liticks, for which (He ſays) the Author was taken 
into Cuſtody, and his Book condemned to tht 

Flames. | 
If there be any farther need to prove, That 
the Proctors in Convoc ation by the Provincia 
Writ, were not nom deſign'd to be Proctors 11 
Parliament by the Dioceſan Writ: It might be 
conſidered, That this Prince at the very lattet 
end of his Reign did ſolemnly declare in effect, 
that by the formal retaining of the Præmunien- 
es Clauſe in this Writ of Summons to ever 
Biſhop ; He meant no Execution, nor intended 
any Call of the Lower Clergy to Enn 
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any of the Biſhops. For in his Speech to the 
parliament January 30. 1620. He thus expreſſes 
himſelf. —— Now conſider firſt who called you ? Nulfon 
Your King. Secondly, whom he calls ? the Peers, Colleft. 
who in reſpett of the eminency of their Places and Vl. 1. 
Highneſs have an intereſt therein by Birth and In- 49 
heritance, becauſe they are to aſſiſt the King in his 
greateſt Aﬀairs. In the next, the Church, the 
Clergy, NOT ALL, but the principal Heads 
thereof the Biſhops, whoſe Holineſs of Life doth 
claim a Privilege in Advice, and in reſpett of their 
Baronies alſo. 

If we paſs to the Reign of K. Charles I. It is 
certain, the Convocation made no claim of any 
dependence on the Parliament, or any neceſſary 
concurrence with it. [I'll report the Caſe of 
1640. becauſe ſome unjuſt Reflexions have been 
made upon it : By the Account of Archbiſhop 
Laud, His Majeſty was not willing to loſe the Sub- 
fidies granted by the Clergy, and therefore thought Hiſt, of 
upon continuing of the Convocation , though the Troub. and 
Parliament were ended, but had not opened thoſe — * 
thoughts of his to the Archbiſhop, who had ſent 7 aud. 
to diſſolve the Convocation at their next Sitting ; p. 79. 
haſt and trouble of theſe Buſineſſes, making him 
forget, That he was to have the Kings Writ for 
the Diſmiſſing as well as the Convening of it. 
Where the Archbiſhop's Judgment and Pra- 

Qice is very clear, that the Convocation fitting 

not by the Parliamentary, but the Provincial 

Writ, was not difſolv'd with the Parliament, 

but continued the ſame after it; and muſt be 

diſmiſs'd, as it was conven'd, by a diltin& 

Writ : tho' the commonly received Cuſtom of 

calling a Convocation a day or two after the 

Opening of a Parliament, did as generally in- 
cline 


Th. p. $0. 


Heylyrn's 
Life of 
Archbiſhop 
Laud. 

p- 402. 


expected to have been diſſolved, when the Parlia- 
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eline the King to diſſolve it a day or two af. 
ter the Riſmg of the ſame Parliament. If theſe 
two Bodies had been by Law inſeparably con- 
current, they mnſt have had their Beginnin 
and Ending together: But if One could legally 
ſuhſiſt without the Other a day or two, it 
might in its own nature ſubſiſt all the days of 
a Week, or Month, or any time, till a Writ 
ſhonld he iſſned out, which in Law did alone 
determine the Ed of it. On this Reaſon, the 
King was aſſured it was Legal to continue the 
Convocation after he had diſſolv'd the Parlia- 
ment. Upon this (ſays the Archbiſhop) I was 
commanded te fit, and go on with the Convoca- 
tion. A: firſt ſome little Exception was taken (0r 
Queſtion was made) there by two or three of the 
Lower Houſe of Convocation, whither we might fit 
or no, But it ſeems this Exception in the 
Lower Houſe, was not grounded upon a No- 
tioa, that their Aſſembly, as a Convocation, 
did purely depend upon the Parliament ; but 
that their Commiſſion, as a Synod, was limit- 
ed to the time of Parliament, as one of that 
Houſe does repreſent the ſenſe of it. Wher:- 
upon the Convocation was adjourned from Wed- 
neſday, till the Friday following, and then till the 
next day after, and ſo till Monday, ro the great 


amazement of many of the Members of it, who 


ment Was, according to that Clauſe in the Com- 
miſſion aforeſaid, by which it was reſtrained to the 
time of the Parliament only. So as their ſcruple 
was, not that the Letters which ſummon'd them 
to ſit, but that the Letters which authoriz'd them 
to act, were confin'd to Parliament time: And tha: 
they ſhould now want not a new Call, but a new 

Com- 
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miſſion. And therefore much Pains was taken 
by ſome of the Company, who had ſtudied in the 
Kecords of Converation , in ſhewing the difference 
berwixt the Writ for calling a Parliament, and 
that for aſſembling a Convocation ; their different 
Form , and the independence of the one upon the 
other: But more eſpecially betwixt the Writ, by 
which they were made a Convocation , and that 
Commiſſion by which they were enabled to the ma- 


king of Canons; that though the Commiſſion was Ib. p.404 


expired with the Parliament, yet the Writ conti- 
med ſtill in force; and by that Writ, they were 
to remain a Convocation till they were diſſolv d 
by another. With which diſtinttion, the greateſt 
Part of thoſe, who before had ſcrupled at their 
Sitting, did appear well ſatisfied. But the Arch- 
biſhop, who knew that all poſſible advantage 
would be taken againſt the King and the 
Church, for any proceeding that could be 
charg'd with Illegality, acquainted his Majeſty 
with this doubt; and humbly beſought him, that 
mis Learned Council , and other Perſons of Ho- 
nour „ well acquainted with the Laws of the 
Realm might deliver their Judgment upon it. This 
vis Majeſty graciouſly approved; and the Que tion 
was put to them : They anſwered as followeth un- 
der their Hands. 


2 E Convocation being called by the King's 

Wait oꝛ Commiſſion under the Gzeat Seal, 
doth continue until it be diſſolved, by Wit o2 
Commiſſion under the Gzeat Seal, notwith(tand- 
ing the Parliament be Dillolved. 


14 Mail.1 540. 
Jo. Finch C. 8. 
H. Man- 
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N Manchefter, 9 © Ralph Whitfield, 2 
Fohn Bramſton, 85 John Banks, hut 
Edward Littleton, J C Rob. Heath. una 

mer 


The Judgment of theſt great Lawyers fetled Both not 
Fiſt. of Houſes of Convocation. So we proceeded accord. WM 10 
Troub. Sc. ing to the Power given ns under the Broad Sea, Sen 


1 as is required by the Statute. 25 H. 8. Cap. 19. mor 
' Laud. The Author of the Rights, &c. of Convoca- in 
4 p. 8. tion, would repreſent this Judgment as an Eva- wou 


ſion of the Point in Queſtion, as prevaricating ) 

with the King and their own Conſcience. For lng 

fays he, This is all very true, and yet it may bei n © 

true too, that ſuch a Writ or Commiſſion ought off led. 

courſe to iſſue from the Crown, upon the Diſſola- wou 

tion of the Parliament. But this Point is na Or 
— touched upon in the Fudgment given, and ſeem! 
COmvvce, ro have been purpoſely declined. I cannot think 
P-©7- thoſe Great Men purpoſely declined the pro 
per Point of Law, when they gave a folemn 
Opinion in a Cafe that turn'd upon that very 

Po;nt For the Delivery of their Judgment in 

ſuch words had not been then owing to any Ig- 
norance or Surprize, but to the moſt deliberate 
Intincerity. They well knew, That a Writ 

or Commiſſion tor diſſolving the Convocation 

had ordinarily ſoon followed the diſſolution of 

a Parliament, But if they had thought with 

our new Author, that ſuch a Writ or Commit 

ſion ought of courſe to iſſue from the Crown, at 

the Period of every Parliament; then the worc- 

ing of their Opinion had not been 1ngenuons 

nor true ; but they muſt have drawn up 4 


Form to this contrary Import, The Converts 
tion 
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tion being called by the King's Writ with the 
Parliament , cannot continue after Parliament, 
but muſt be difſolved by Writ or Commiſſion 
under the Great Seal, as ſoon as the Parlia- 
ment it ſelf is diſſolv d. But they could not 
not ſo expreſs themſelves, becauſe they had 
no ſuch Senſe of that Matter. In their own 
Senſe , their Determination of the Caſe was 
more clear and full, than if it had been put 
in the words which that correcting Author 
would dictate for em. That the King might Ib. P. 67. 
by his Prerogative keep a Convocation ſitting as | 
long as he pleaſed, notwithſtanding the Diſſoluti- 
on of that Parliament, with which it was cal- 
led. They muſt think this true, tho' they 
would have thought it invidiouſly worded ; 
For the Caſe was not of Prerogatiue 7 but of 
Common Lam; Nor was the Queſtion of time, 
a; long as the King pleas' d, but more ſoftly, lon- 
gr than a Sitting Parliament F the King 
peas'd. 

In the Trial of the Archbiſhop, thoſe who 
were to aggravate every diſpleaſing thing, 
could not but make an Accuſation of this 
matter. Wherefore upon Apr. 16 1644. I ap- 
peared (ſays the Archbiſhop) and— 4dr. May- 
nard left off, and Mr. Nicholas a Man of another 
temper undertook the managing of the Evidence. 
And the rf Charge was concerning the late 
Canons, for the making of which He ſad it 
was againſt Law for the Convocation to Sit, 
tae Parliament being diſſolved. No, my Lords, 
nothing againſt Law that I know. For we were 
called to Sit in Convocation, by a different Writ 
ſem that which called us as Biſhops to the Par- 
K liament. 
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liament. And we could not riſe, till his Majeſty 


ſent us another Writ to diſcharge Us; and this is 


Hiſt. of well known to the Judges, and the other Lawyers 


Troub. 0 
Archbi 
Laud. 
p. 282. 


here preſent So we continued ſitting, though the 
the Parliament roſe. 4 


It is very certain, the Gentlemen who had 
been Members of the diſſolved Parliament, 
were highly offended , that the Convocation 
ſhould be ſo civilly retain d, when they thought 
themſelves ſomewhat rudely diſcharg d: The 
offence aroſe at firſt not from a flbicion of 
the Illegality, but from a Senſe of the Indig- 
nity put upon 'em. And they were after- 
ward more incens'd. at the Clergies ſubſe- 
quent Proceedings , than they were at their 
continued Seſſions; when they ſaw them give 
Taxes without conſent or confirmation of 
Parliament; and make Canons with deſign 
(as they thought) upon the Liberties of the 
Subject. So it was not their Sting, but their 
Acting that was ſo immediately condemn'd 
as Arbitrary and Illegal. Wherefore in the 
Debates upon chis matter of the Houſe of 
Commons, Die Mercur. Decemb. 16. 1640. they 
only Reſolv'd, 1. That the Canons and Con- 
ſtirutions did contain in them many Matters con- 
trary to the King's Prerogative , to the Funda- 
mental Laws and Statutes of this Realm, to 
the Rights of Parliament, to the Property and 
Liberty of the Subject, &c. 2. That the ſeverd 
Grants of the Benevolence or Contribution — wert 
contrary to the Laws, and ought not to bind tht 


Clergy. They did not touch upon the. conti- 


nuance of Convocation after the Diſſolution of 
Par- 
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Parliament; which if they had agreed to be 
in it ſelf Illegal, they would have begun or 
ended with a Reſolution of this Nature, That 
the Convocation's Sitting after the Parliament, | | 
made all their Proceedings Null and Void in 

Law. And therefore Mr. A. did not deal 

fairly in Reporting, That this Opinion alſo 155 of ; 
that Parliament was of, which Voted the Canons — þ 
of 1640. Illegal, chiefly on this Head , becauſe p. 65. 
they were made in an Aſſembly ;, which, though 
it met by the Parliament Writ , yet Sate and 
Acted after the Parliament was determin'd. But 
why chiefly on this Head, when it was not at 
all on this Account ? Neither the Parliament, 
Nor any One of the Two Houſes, declar'd 
their Opinion upon this Head; but reſolv'd 
their Cenſure into other expreſs Reaſons. 


And from all the other Speeches, Debates, 
and Writings of that time, it is, I think, 
plain , that they had no ſetled Opinioa of 
the Neceſſity of a Convocation beginning and 
ending with a Parliament. They only knew, 
that Provincial Convocations had been long 
hey T call'd at or near the time of National Par- 
Con- liaments, and had been ſeldom continued above 
con- a day or two beyond thoſe Parliaments. But n 
aa this by the King's Sovereign pleaſure, which 
„ te had created ſuch later Cuſtom ; not by any 
and Parliamentary Law, not by Statute, nor by | 
era any Uſage much above the Reformation; | 
wer: W nay nor by that Uſage uninterrupted ſince | 
the the Reformation. 


Par- 7 Be- | 


Comvoe. 


p. 17. 
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Before the Submiſſion Act, Mr. A. himſelf 


; has acknowledg'd, That the continuance of a 
2 Convocation did not depend upon the conti- 
0 


nuance of a Parliament, with which it was 
called ; but might be kept on at the Arch- 
biſhop's pleaſure, after the Diſſolution of a 
Parliament , and even after the death of the 
King. Now therefore by the Submiſſion AR, 
all the antecedent Power of the Archbiſhop 
in Convening and Diſſolving a Convocation, 
was transfer'd or reſtor'd to the King. If 
the Archbiſhop before that Act, could pro- 
long the Convocation , (eſpecially the Synod) 
independent on the Parliament : The Prince 
was now by Law fully inveſted with the ſame 
Power. And tho' He commonly diſmiſs'd a 


Convocation, near the diſſolving of his Par- 


liament, becauſe there were rarely any ſepa- 
rate occaſions for it: Yet if the Convocation 
had not. yet anſwered the deſign of their 
Summons ; and more eſpecially, if by legal 
Commiſſion from the Eccleſiaſtical Supreme, 
it was now a more proper Spnod, and treating ot 
Canons and Conſtitutions, as well as of Aid 
and Benevolence : The Prince might then by 
the Laws of the Land, and the Cuſtom of 
Eccleſiaſtical Synods, keep ſuch an Aſſembly 
Sitting after the expiration of Parliament. 
For as the Parliament and Convocation were 
call'd by diſtinct Writs; So the Parliament 
was alway diſſolv'd by a Writ not including 
the Convocation, which could not be diſſolv'd 
till the Ring ſhould iſſue out avworher Writ. 


Qu! 
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Our Princes indeed might by degrees eſta- 
bliſn this Cuſtom of a concomitant Call and 
Diſmiſſion of the Parliament and Convocation ; 
till ſuch prevailing Cuſtom might determine 
their Succeſſors not to vary from the recei- 
ved Rules of Obſervation. But then, it would 
reſolve into Cuſtomary Practice, not into the 
expreſs Declaration of any Eccleſiaſtical or 
Civil Laws. And therefore I am now Report- 
ing the Opinion of that Reign, without reſpect to 
the preſent time, when this Matter is not now a 
dubject of Diſpute, and I hope will never again 
be made ſo. 

It is enough that the Judges and Lawyers 
then thought the Conſtitution of Parliaments 
and Convocations to be very different in 
their Call and Diſſolution. And the Lower 
Clergy ſeem'd then to apprehend, it would 
not be to the Intereſt and Honour of the 
Church, to plead for ſuch a neceſſary Union 
between *em. For at leaſt, in frequent Par- 
laments, and long-depending Seſſions, to be 
always in Attendance, with little Buſineſs, and 
(for want of Commiſſion) with little Power 
of bringing that Buſineſs to effect : This might 
prove not the Liberty and the Privilege, but 
In time the Burden and Grievance of their 
Order; and make them Petition for a Relief 
from it. They had ſeen perhaps an Origi- 
zinal Letter of Thomas Archbiſhop of Cant. 
to the Lord Cromwel the great Miniſter of 


Nate, about 1537. wherein He beſeeches my 


Lord to be interceſſor unto the King's Highneſs M. Cot- 


o them All (I with other N and Learn- 
ed Men here aſſembled by the 


Ou: mandment) 


ton Cleo- 


ing's Com- V. Fol. 52. 
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their Parting; for the Parliament was diffdlyi 


(1340 | 
mandment) that they might have this Grace, 
Licenſe to depart for this time, untl his Grate, 
further pleaſure be known. For they die almef 
every where, &C. | 


Mr. A. indeed was pleas'd to ſay, That from 
1 Ed. VI. to this Reign the Clergy have, I think 
met always and parted within a day of the Pa 
liament. There have been vo Deviations 
this Rule that I know of , except in a Legati 
Synod or two (which are no Preſidents) anl 
once in the Convocation of 1640. Yes, the] 
ſtances of a Legatin Synod or two ate foul 
Preſidents of a common Notion about the d 
ſtint and ſeparate Nature of Parliamentary 
and Synodical Meetings. But there have beel 
other Preſidents in proper Convocations, eſpe- 
cially in the Province of York, where Am 
1621. there were 19 days diſtance betwee 


on the 8th of Feb. but the Convocation 10 
diſmiſs'd till the 275th of the ſame Month 
And tho* the King's Writ for Diſſdlutiot 
was ſooner iſſued out; it is only an Argu 
ment, that every Convocation continues, ti 
the regular Execution of fuch Writ, whict 
in that remoter Province muſt be at an un 
certain Day. And therefore I hope Mr. 4 
himſelf was ſenſible of his Miſtake in thi 
round Aſſertion: For tho' He is poſitive i 
the firſt Edit. p. 68. Sure we are, that ti 
Convocation of the Clergy have (as has been ai 
already) for above 150 years in every Inſtant 
(except that of Forty and the Synods Legatin 
Aet and Roſe within a day of the n 
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Yet in his Second Edition, p. 67. he leaves ont 
the every Inſtance, and the only Exceptions to 
the contrary, and makes the Paragraph run 
in a more modeſt, and perfectly new man- 


ner. 

To. Conclude with the Reign of K. Ch. 2. 
the ſame Author expreſſes himſelf with ſome 
difidence, and ſpeaks only of Probability and 
piece of Opinion. I will not ſay , that the 


pas One, if not the chief Refiſon, w 
etoring Eccleſiaſtical Furiſaittion, they ſo parti- 
warly, and by name Excepted thoſe Canons from 
Parliamentary Confirmation. It is hard and 
hold to gueſs this the chief Reaſon, when tis 
not probable to have been any ſuch Reaſon 
it all. At leaſt no ſhadow of ſach Reaſon 
does appear. in the Act it ſelf, or in any 
Debates relating to it. From the Journal of 
the Houſe of Commons in that Seſſions, it 
ſeems more ' probable, that they did not be- 
jonMlicve any ſuch intimate Relation between the 
Parliament and Convocation : But were rather 
ralous of this latter interfering with the for- 
ner. See the Reports Die Jovis 10 Apr. and 
Ne Mercur. 16. Apr. 14. Car. 2. It is remark- 
dle, that Dr. P. Heyhn upon the King's Re- 
Huration, in a laudable zeal for the Church 
or England, applied himſelf to a Great Mi- 
liter of State, that there might be a Convo- 
ion calld with the firſt new Parliament. 
Ide Letter is ſince publiſhed, wherein He 


eliament of 1660. were certainly of the fame nights of 
iind, though it is probable they were; and this Convoc. 
in the Act p. 67,68. Py 


Mr. Ver: 
loves not argue upon the legal and neceſſary nen! Life 
Wnnexion between Parliaments and Convoca- Heylin. 


cions :p. 246» 


— — = 
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tions: For this would have detracted from 
the Dignity of National Councils, and from 


the very Nature of Synodical Aſſemblies, 
He does truly call it an Innovation, that any 
Parliament ſhould be call'd without a Meeting i © 
of the Clergy at the ſame time with it. For 
to omit a good old Cuſtom is properly to 
Innovate, and the true Friends of the Church 
will heartily deſire to have no ſuch Innoua. 


tions. 


But He reſolves the Reaſons of Convenim ; 
into the Honour of the Biſhops, and the al- 
ſiſtance of the Xing from the Inferior Cler- I 


Says He, © There is, My Lord, a Ge- 
*< neral Speech, but a more General Fear 
« withal amongſt ſome of the Clergy, that 
there will be no Convocation called with 
the following Parliament; which if it ſhould 
be ſo reſolved on, cannot but raife fad 
thoughts in the Hearts of thoſe, who will 
the Peace and Happineſs of our Englib 
Sion. But being the Biſhops are excluded 
from their Votes in Parliament, there 5 
no other way to keep up their Honour 
« and Eſteem in the Eyes of the People, 
but the retaining of their Places in the 
© Convocation. Nor have the Lower Clergy} 
« any other means to ſhew their Duty to 
„ the King, and keep that little freedom 
<< which is left unto them, than by aſſem 
bling in ſuch Meetings, where they ma] 
« cxerciſle the Power of a Convocation, i 
„granting Subſidies to His Majeſty tho' in 
nothing elſe. Aud ſhould chat Power be 
„ taken from them, according to the con 


ſtant 


S N 8 . 


ol (137) 

om Ml © ſtant (but unprecedented) practice of the 
es, late Long Parliament, and that they muſt 
« be taxed and rated with the reſt of the 
subjects without their liking and conſent, 
“cannot fee what will become of the firſt 


to Article of Magna Charta, ſo ſolemnly, fo 
ch frequently confirm'd in Parliament, or what 
(can be poſſibly left unto them of either 


« the Rights or Liberties belonging to an 
& Engliſh Subject. 


In ſhort, Neither in this Reign, nor in 
the next, had they any refined Notions of 
the Convocation being a Parliamentary Bo- 
that Nh, and an Eſſential Part of the Conſtit u- 
with non, with a Right and an Obligation of 
perpetual Attending the continued Seſſions 
of every Parliament. For thea the Convo- 
cation would not have declined Meeting wich 
ome Parliament; nor have omitted their At- 
tendance at the Place of Sitting in Another ; 


re ö or wav'd the Choice of a Speaker, and 
out che Capacity of doing Buſineſs in a Third; 
ople, Wor have kept themſelves upon Guard and 
1 the Caution in All Others Depending on the 
lerg V iſdom aud Honour of the Parliament, that 
y to ey would not tranſact any great Matters of 
edon eligion, without their previous Advice and 
ſem; eſolutions: And then rely ing oa the Grace 
main Clemency of the King, that upon an 

, inen great Occaſions, they ſhould obtain his 
30? in etters of Royal Licenſe, to Confer, Debate, 


nider, and Agree upon ſuch Conſtitutions or 


Idinances, as ſhould be afrerward Allowed, 
Wirm'd, and Ratified by other Lestera- 
1. Patent, 
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Patents, ot by more effectual Act, of the Ls 
giſlative Power. But withoxt ſuch Commiffiot 
they attempted nothing as a Syned, nor ſo much 
as prepar'd a Draught of any Article, Canon 
Decree, Sentence, or Eccleſiaſtical Judgment, 
to avoid the Severity of Laws, and the Mer 
cy of thoſe who might be put upon th; 
Execution of them. They were undoubt 
edly ſenſible, that the Sabmiſſion Act wa 
ſome hardſhip upon a National Church, an 
left it too incapable (without breaking throug 
the reſtraint) to defend or preſerve itſelf 1 
times of Perſecution. And therefore the) 
would poſſibly have wiſh'd for, and pre 
moted any Releaſe or Mitigation of ! 
gal Præmunire; and would gladly have pt 
tition'd for ſome other Laws, to Explait 
Aſſert, and Secure the Liberties of Chun 
and Clergy. In the mean time, they k 
it their Duty and their Intereſt to be Pr 
dent and Peaceable ; the Archbiſhop and l 
pops to be Tender and Courteous to the 


1 


Obedient to the Archbiſhop and Biſhop 
All of them ſenſible , That little Diſputt 
among themſelves would but gratify d 
common Adverſaries of the Church, and 
Chriſtian Religion: Senſble, That tit 
Piety , Temperance, Charity, Meeknei 
Moderation, good Doctrines, and 0 
Lives, would beſt adorn their Order, 4 
preſerve their Conſtitution. ; 


ie 16 
tiſfion, 
0 much 
Canon 
ment; 
> Mer 
01 the 
doubt 
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h, an 
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I am 5 Obliged 


uly 4. 1701 | 
Wy 4 and ſincere Friend. 


«4 dn +: 5 611 II 2 f 
ERR AT A in the late Edition of Eccle. 
l aaſtical Synods and Parliamentary Convoca. 
tions. 3 it 7; 


P 7. Line 24. neither before nor after? not witk ! 
Note of Intzrrogation, but a full Point. p. 22. 
13. Hiſtory Synods , for Hiſtory of Synods. p. 23.1.8. 
almo for utmoſt. p. 36. I. 7. filly for ſhallow, as in the 
place cited. p. 5 1. I. 20. ry well for very well. p. 69. l. 
neceſſary for n:ceſſarily. p. 7 . 1. 3. underſtaod for under 
Kand. p. 79. l. 3. p. 303, for 103. p. Uo. l. 31. Natit 

val for General, as in the place cited. p. 125. l. ult. Ay, 

25. for Aug. 23. p. 139. Margin, bringing reaſons of, far 

reaſons of bringing. p. 147. I. 13. clear by for clearh. y, 
153. I. 23. monition?m for monitiones. ib. l. 27.col.-1064 

for 2064. p. 185.1. 9. bu for of z any one may ſee i 

was ſo wrote, and ſo meant. Tha: great Pre late bas yet 
ſerv d no Intereſts of bis own. p. 231. l. 26. tractartui far 
tractituri. p 240.1. 8. Ordeicus for Ordericus. ib. l. % 
Orden for Order. p. 247-1. 18. never for ever. p. 249. l 
Subjects for Subject. p. 251. I. 3. derriv'd for depm 
p. 270. l. 7. fed: for fed. p. 280. l. 29. Cauſe f 
Clauſe. 322. I. 19. ſhifts and ctutions for fhiſts and eus 
ftons. p. 334+ col. 1. I. 10. of the Parliament, for of tit 
Frſt Parliament. p. 341. col. I. I. 10. Aſperſion for Aſe 
non. ib. I. 19. could appꝰinted for could have appointed. 
37. col. 1. I. 15. on further for no further, p. 367. col. 
I. 15. ehere for there. p. 368. col. 2. l. ult. ſtood have 0 
haue ſtood. p. 383. l. 12. Superior for Supprior. 
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ERR ATA in 5 theſs Sheets. 


1 4 7 


me. Bi 


Age 24. l. 29. defend for defended. p. 44. 1. 4+ from bv 
tom, aſſentum for aſſenſum. p. 102. I. 5. from bottM 
fame Convocation for ſame in Convocation. 
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